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CoMBINATIONS AMONG WORKMEN for the P agl so of 
influencing the rate of wages have recently attracted 
much attention, by reason of the strikes which have taken 

in the colliery districts, and the deeds of violence 
and threats for the of intimidation which have 
accompanied them.” Conoctiohia between masters and 
en often present such an aspect as to show 
that the workmen are erring through ignorance of 
the ordinary reasons for fluctuations in the market. No 
legislation can prevent a labourer, whether skilled 
or of the ordi class, from selling his labour 
at whatever price he chooses to charge for it; but, on 
the other hand, there is no law tocompel the master to 
rchase it: he is at liberty to refuse the services of the 
Beoarer, who may take them elsewhere. The price of 
labour must always be regulated by the market-value 
of materials and manufactured g ; but this is what 
men “on strike” never seem to understand, but they set 
up a demand, often without reason, and blindly adhere to 
it until poverty compels them to return to work at the 
masters’ prices. It is only a few weeks ago that a 
very extensive strike took place among the labourers 
in one of the docks in London. The Dock Com- 
pany immediately discharged all the malcontents, and 
sent to the northern ports for other men, who were 
only too glad to get the high rate of wages refused 
by their predecessors. The strike among the colliers 
appears to have arisen through the lowering of their 
pean in consequence. of the reduced value of iron, 
in the production of which coal is so essential an in- 
edient. To the uninitiated in the matters of coal and 
iron, this reduction looks very like “robbing Peter 
topay Paul ;” but the iron and coal masters know what 
they are about. The Legislature does not interfere 
with any agreement which may be made between 
master and workman; such arrangements are left 
entirely to be settled by the parties concerned. By the 
Act of 6 Geo. 4, c. 129, although the workman is left 
at liberty to combine with his fellows for the common 
object of raising the rate of wages, he is at the same time 
required to do so peaceably, and without attempts at in- 
timidating others. ‘The practice of using violence to in- 
timidate industrious men who will not join in the strike, 
has, during the last few months, prevailed to a most alarm- 
ing extent in the country around Bilston and Dudley, 
commonly known as the Black Co , and in no less 
than five different cases have men had their houses 
blown up with gunpowder, and the lives of them- 
selves and families endangered. As regards the 
strike, we consider it is most senseless in this case; but 
we cannot but view with alarm the threats and actual 
violence which take place, and the extreme difficulty 
there is in obtaining evidence against the perpetrators of 
these outrages, eyen if caught. Fortunately, the rey a 
trates have been able to arrest several, and onl 
week four were committed to prison for six months on 
charges arising out of the strike iu South Staffordshire. 
Ne stronger proof is required that an argument is bad 
than that it must be defended by violence. Leniency 
would be out of place if exercised towards those who 
wantonly outrage peace-loving subjects, and we may re- 
Joice that the Act is being enforced to bring the offenders 
to punishment. 





Tue “ Prison Ministers’ Act” has, we are given to 
understand, found an interpreter where the Lancashire 





——_ least expected. Ona recent occasion * we 
notice of the magistrates of the county of Lancaster 
having voted the sum of £40 for the purchase of yest- 
ments, chalice, linen, erucifix, i and. other 
articles necessary to enable the Roman Catholic minister 
to celebrate the services of his church. We are to 
understand that the county treasurer has to pay 
the amount ; his grounds for refusal we have not been 
able accurately to ascertain, but we believe it to be based 
on his opinion that the Act 26 & 27 Vict. c. 79, 

to religious instruction, and not to i or 
service, and contains no authority for payment except 
for the services of the minister, The words of the Act 
fooms, Mi pombe, to bear out this view inferentially. In 
the thi ion it is enacted that— 

When the number of prisoners confined in any to 
which this Act applies, and bel to some or re- 
ligious persuasion differing, if in England, from the Churoh of 
England, and if in Scotland, from the Chureh of. Scotland, is 
80 great as, in the opinion of the justices, county board, or other 
persons having the appointment of chaplain in the said prison, 
to require the ministrations of a minister of their own church 
or persuasion, tht said justices, county board, or other persons 
may appoint a minister of such last-mentioned church or per- 
suasion to attend at the said prison on the prisoners of his own 
church or persuasion, and they may, if they think fit, award to 
him a reasonable sum as a recompense for his services, such 
sum to be deemed a part of the expenses of the prison, out of the 
funds legally applicable to the payment of such ex » The 
visiting justices of any prison may, if they fit, without 
a special request being made by, but not against the will of, any 
prisoner of a church or religions asion differing from 
that of the Established Church, permit a minister of the church 
or persuasion to which such prisoner belongs (if no appointment 
of such minister has been made under this Act) to visit such 
prisoner at proper and reasonable times, under such restrictions 
imposed by them as may guard against the introduction of 
improper persons, and may prevent improper coutinunications : 
provided that any prisoner shall, on request, be allowed, subject 
to the rules of the gaol, to attend the chapel‘or to be visited 
by the chaplain of the gaol. Every mi jnted or 
permitted to visit prisoners under this Act shail bold his ap- 
pointment or permission to visit during the pleasure of the 
authority by whom he was appointed or permitted to Visit, 
and shall conform in all r ts to the regulations of the 
prison at which he attends. minister shall be 
under this Act for any prison in which theré is nota lain 
of the Established Church. 

And in the 5th section it is enacted— 

That no prisoner belonging to any church or religious per. 
suasion shall be compelled to attend any religious service held 
or performed by any chaplain, minister, or religious instructor 
of a church or religious persuasion to which the said prisoner 
does not belong. 

There are two points with respect to this Act, as it 
= to Lancashire, which require to be’ settled. 

irst, is it a necessity of the Roman religion 
that the words “religious instruction,” in thé title of 
the Act, and the permission to “ visit” a prisoner, in- 
clude service in a chapel to be properly prepared and 
oe on oe to the = that’church ? 

nd next, does the Act, in authorising asa 
recompense for the minister's services, thclade therein 
money expended in the purchase of such ‘articles as 
have been purchased for the Kirkdale and Preston 
houses of correction ? 

With regard to the — whatever answer we 
= obtain from Roman ret it is a if 
the Legislature ever contemplated setting- a 
separate chapel for each set of prisoners, of, a, four 
or five different religious persuasions, not to = of 
the expense of costly fittings and garments. Act 
does not in words authorise the appointment of # chap- 
lain, but only of a minister, who may visit the prisoners 
of his persuasion. The provision thatany pri shall 
be allowed to attend the chapel, or to. be “by the 
chaplain of the gaol, implies that there shall be-but one 
chapel, and that for the services of the Established 


* 8 Sol. Jour. 892. 
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Had Te been contem it 
have been’ men here. The minister is to 
‘a visiting minister only, and is not of necessity to 

locus standi in t ae vapace ga icular 
the prison assigned for his use. Nothing in the 
will, ent psa justices — 
wing a minister of an icular persuasion to have 

those rs who Agen submit to his teaching 
collected in one room, if the justices think fit, for the 
purpose of i them collectively, which instruc- 
tion ‘might, of course, include a reli service; and 
hence we suppose the question has arisen as to the cost 
of supplying the adjuncts thought necessary for such a 
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awarded to the minister. In the ordinary acceptation of 
the term, this word “ services” would simply indicate the 
work done and the time employed in its transaction; and 
if that be meant we are at a loss to understand by what 
authority the Lancashire magistrates award £40 for 
buyi ¢ articles before enumerated; but if it be con- 
tended that this word “services” refers to the word 
“ peligious service” in the Sth clause of the Act, we 
confess that this reading of the statute is open to argu- 
ment, but at the same time we do not think that such 
an interpretation can be maintained. Looking at this 
statute in its entirety we are still inclined to think that 
the intention of the Legislature must have been that 
the justices should be authorised to supply all necessaries 
for a religious service, by ministers appointed under the 
Act, but at the same time we do not for a moment either 
admit or deny that the articles in question are ne- 
ory for that purpose, but we are inclined to think 
that the wording of the Act (whatever may have been 
its intention) does not authorise such an expenditure, 
and that the order for payment may be resisted with 
success. 

AN UNPROVOKED AssAULT on a solicitor was com- 
mitted last: week, in a shop in the City, by a German 
named Oscar Ruhman. The case came before Mr. 
Alderman: Carter, at the Mansion House. ‘The com- 
plainant was taking a cup of coffee at Pursell’s, when 
the defendant approached Dim, struck him a blow upon 
the back of the neck, tore his coat, knocked off his hat, 
struck him again with his right hand, tore his trowsers, 
and made.several attempts to kick him... In the defence 
it was urged. that the defendant. had been a witness in 
the same court on a previous occasion, and that in con- 
sequence of his testimony, and of that of other wit- 
nesses, the magistrate thought a charge of conspiracy 
ought to be preferred against the complainant's 
managing clerk. That an offensive paragraph had sub- 
sequently appeared in the Berlin pers, stating, 
among ther things, that Ruhman had been con- 
demned to seyen years’ hard labour for swindling. This 
a pr had been attributed to the complainant, and 
the ndent had taken the law into his own hands. 
The complainant swore that he neither directly nor 
indirectly authorised the publication of the ph, 

bh he admitted having written to the Berlin 
authorities for information respecting the antecedents of 
the defendant. Mr. Alderman Carter said there was 
no absolute proof that the aph had emanated from 
the complainant, but, making allowance for the injured 
feelings of the defendant, and that he was a foreigner, 
the magistrate bound him over in £100, and one surety 
in £50 to keep the peace towards the complainant. The 
worthy magistrate seems so have had more consideration 
for the injured feelings of foreigners than we should 
have been inclined to show—at any rate when they find 
yent in this atrocious. manner, which seems to have 


iy at its present stage only from want of oppor- 
tunity. 





THE MAGISTRATES OF THE WesT RIDING HAVE, in con- | 





sequence of the order in council, which appeared 
in our columns,* sought to relieve themselves from the 
parnent of about £3,000 a year, which they have 

itherto made towards the expenses of York ¢ and 
a committee was appointed to confer with the magistrates 
of the North and Fast Riding “on’ the subject. “It 
appears that the contributions of the three ridings are 
in the lowing Pee en 138.; North 
Riding, 3s. 9d.; East Riding, 3s. 3d. suggestion 
made by the West Riding magistrates, that'in future 
the West pas ¢ should ‘only be charged the average 
daily cost of each prisoner sent from their riding to the 
castle, was negatived, and a resolution was carried which 
decided that the expenses of the establishment ‘and 
fabric should be borne by each riding according ‘to the 
rateable value of each, and that in addition the cost ofeach 
prisoner should be borne as before popgested. Since the 
number of prisoners from the West Riding comprised 
only six debtors and one criminal, the committee of ‘the 
West Riding justices recommend that an Act of Parlia- 
ment should be applied for authorising the sale, lease, or 
other disposal of their interest in York Castle. A 
similar course is recommended with i ie to the judges’ 
lodgings at York, it being considered that the judges 
will be better accommodated at the Royal Station Hotel. 
The report of the committee will be brought up at the 
Wakefield sessions in January, and a decision will be 
then come to respecting the proposed bill. 


Tus Deer Sea Fisnertes Commissioners are insti- 
tuting their inquiries around our coast to ascertain 
whether the supply of fish is increasing or decreasing ; 
and whether any mode of fishing is practised injurious 
to the brood or spawn fish; and if any legislative re- 
striction exists, the removal of which would be generally 
beneficial. In some places the fishing has been more 

roductive, and in others less so than in previous years. 

he destruction of fish while breeding ought to be made 
illegal by Act of Parliament as regards sea fish, as it now 
is with respect to river fish. A time of protection 
afforded to the fish at such a period would increase a 
hundred fold the present yield, and by that means alone 
a compulsory idleness might be made a gain to fisher- 
men instead of a loss. 


THE INVESTIGATION OF THE ACCOUNTS. of. the officers 
of the Court of Baukruptcy, which was directed by the 
Lord Chancellor in May last, has, we believe, been com- 

leted, so far as regards the district courts of Leeds, 
at A Manchester, and Liverpool. We defer any 
remarks on this very unpleasant subject until after the 
report of the Parliamentary Committee on Bankruptcy 
shall be published. This report, which comprises the 
result of some of the examinations above-mentioned, 
will appear in a few days. 


At THE Westminster Portce Court, on Wednesday, 
a Mr. Dunbar John Cother, described as a barrister-at- 
law, was charged on a warrant with fraudulently con- 
verting two bills of exchange for £100 to his own use, 
under the 24 & 25 Vict. ‘ce. 96, s. 3; which makes the 
offence a larceny. Mr. Charles Parker, a géntleman 
residing at Bentley, near Doncaster, having occasion for 
money, replied to the advertisement of “Junius,” 103, 
Jermyn-street, who professes to get money for gentle- 
men. It having been arranged that Junius, whois Mr. 
Cother, was to discount two bills of exchange for 
£50 each, the blank acceptances on stamps to 
cover that’ amount were forwarded ‘to the” fr i- 
soner. The ‘bills had ‘been diseounted, and* Mr. 
Parker had never received ‘any of the cash. «The 
case was adjourned on a point of law raised by: Mr. 
Lewis for the defence, and to which we may hereafter 
have occasion to reter; but we would call the attention 
of our readers to the disgraceful nature of ,this charge, 
expressing a hope that the case may not go off on 
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mere technical objection, but may be tried, be the 
merits what they may, sire its merits, so that the pro- 
fession may know whether it doés or not require to 
vindicate its own’ character by removal of the peccant 
member. “ey 

AN acTIon In ons of, the oper courts for the sum 
of £1 17s. 6d. is a rarity. This. week an application 
was made at judges’ chambers for costs, and an affidavit 
was on the occasion, showing that, had the 
plaintiff. in the county court, he must have 

to. Westmoreland for the purpose. Mr, Justice 
illes expressed his surprise that the action had been 
brought in one of the superior courts for £1 17s. 6d., 
and said, emphatically, that be considered it a sin for 
the pen to have done so. The application was re- 
fused. Such a case supplies a further proof, iffany were 
needed, of the harshness of the well-known provision in 
the County Courts Act—at least, as expounded by the 
present judges. 

A sERIOUSs CHARGE was last week brought against an 
attorney and his clerk at the City Police Court, Man- 
chester. From the columns of the local press we gather 
that one John Mitchell was on the 22nd of June taken 
into on a charge of assault, and wishing to have 
professional assistance, he delivered a message to a police- 
man, mentioning the names of Mr. Bennett and Mr. 
Torr’s clerk. He was shortly afterwards waited on by 
the defendant William Ambler, a solicitor, who’ re- 
presented himself to be Mr. Torr’s clerk. In con- 
sequence of this representation, Mr. Ambler obtained 
two sums amounting to £5 10s., part of which sum 
had been lent b arles Bradbury (who is Mr. Am- 
bler’s clerk) to Mitchell's wife, as Ambler represented 
that Mr. Torr would ‘nof act unless his fee were first 
pelt It was shown in evidence by Mr. Torr’s clerk, and 

y Mr. Torr himself, that neither Ambler nor Bradbury 
had been in Mr. Torr’s service, and that Mr. Torr had 
never been instructed in the case. Both the defendants 
were committed to take their trial at the assizes. 


Tux Vaccination Act has never been put into force 
inst. those medical practitioners who habitually ne- 
glect to transmit to the registrar of births a duplicate 
certificate of successful vaccination, and, consequently, 
great laxity has prevailed in this respect. In Cambridge 
a case has arisen which will create a revolution in those 
districts in which the guardians determine to enforce the 
authority committed. to them. The guardians of the 
Cambridg Union have, upon the complaint of the re- 
gistrar, instructed their clerk to prefer an indictment 
inst a medical practitioner for disobeying the pro- 
visions of the statute, and the result has been that the 
defaulter, by the advice of his counsel, compromised the 
case by furnishing the required certificate, and paying 
£5 towards the expenses of the proceedings. Those 
medical men who know the provisions of the 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 100, and the power which may be exercised to 
make them comply with its requirements, will in future 
be careful not to permit themselves to become liable for 
non-compliance. The complaints made by the district 
registrars are yery frequent, but hitherto no organised 
attempts have been made to put the Act in motion. 


Sixry TRADESMEN, carrying on business in the dis- 
tricts of All Saints, Poplar, St. Matthew, Bethnal- 
green, Millwall, &¢., were last week conyicted of havin 
mm their possession weights or measures of illeg 
standard, and were fined amounts varying from ten 
shillings to three pounds. ‘These fines have been 
strietly enforced, and tradesmen will know that they 
cannot use fraudulent weights or measures with im- 
punity. 

Tae Baxers or Liverroor have had a warning from 
the magistrates that the Bakehouse Act will be enforced 
in that town with some stringency. Three of them were 
last week charged with employing children under eighteen 

e 


years of age in a bakehouse between the hours of nine 





p.m. and five a.m. In one of these cases a girl had been so 
employed, and the defendants were fined ten shillit 
each ; but they were given distinctly to’ tnderstat 

this mitiga peal was only in consideration of those 
being the first: informations under the Act, and:that, if 
itwas found that the Act was persistently broken in 
future, the fall penalty of £10 in each ease would'bein- 
flicted. The protection of youth from the diseases con- 


sequent upon over-work and confinement in ill-véntilated 
places is one of the chief objects of the statute;and: we 
rejoice to find that magi are becoming alive to the 


necessity there is for its stringent application. 


Tur Yevvyerton APpeau. case has not yet ceased.to 
excite attention. We extract the following from the 
Scotsman of this week :— — . : 

After the opinions in this case were delivered in the House. 
of Lords on the 28th of July, a draft of the. intended j 
ment was transmitted to the solicitors for the parties, - where 
it was proposed, in the action of declarator of mai to 
reverse the judgment of the First Division of the Court of 
Session, and to absolve the appellant, Major Yelverton, “from 
the conclusions of the summons; ard in the action of declara- 
tor of freedom and putting to silence to’ give judgment’ in 
favour of Major Yelverton in terms of ‘both wosebubionn af the 
summons, as had been done by Lord Ardmillan in the first 
judgment in the cause; but in both cases without expenses.’ 
The summons of declarator of freedom and putting to silence 
contained not only the leading conclusion. to. have. the defen- 
der, Mrs. Yelverton, put. to silence, but also a second conclu- 
sion to have her found liable to the appellant, Major Yelverton, 
in £50 of damages. It was maintained for Mrs. Yelyerton, 
first, before the chief clerk of the House of Lords, and ‘after- 
wards before Sir John Shaw Lefevre, but without success, that 
not only was it not the intention of the Hotise of Lords ‘to 
award damages against the respondent, but that it was incom- 
petent to do so, as no judgment for damages ‘could ‘be given 
without the intervention of a jury to ‘assess them, according to 
the provisions of the 6 Geo. 4, ¢. 120, 8, 28; which »appropri- 
ates all such questions for trial by jury. . Having failed.to get 
the draft judgment altered according to. the.respondent’s con- 
tention, the matter was referred to the Lord Chancellor; and 
on Thursday last. his lordship, after hearing Mr, epee for 
the appellant, and Mr. Wakeford, of Simpson and Wakeford, 
for Mrs. Yelverton, ruled that in the action of declarator of 
freedom and putting to silence judgment onght to be-made in 
conformity with the first conclusion of the summons ‘only, 
thus giving effect to the view contended for by the respondent, 
and disallowing any award of damages. . The jadgment-of the 
house has now been issued as'so settled by his\lordship: 

Tue torr, connector at Lambeth-bridge has taken 
occasion to abuse the power reposed in him in a er 
which, if the statement of his conduct be trae, would ‘be 
deservedly visited with dismissal from his post. ~ At the 
Westminster Police-court, on an early day this week, a 
man waited on the magistrate to obtain redress : 
the toll collector. The substance of his story was, that 
he went to cross the bridge between three and ‘four 
o'clock in the morning,’ and found the gate closed and’ 
the toll-house shut’ up. ‘The collector ‘was angry at 
being roused, and refused to give change for sixpence; 
or to accept it as a legal ‘tender for a’ halfpesmy.’. The 
magistrate held, no doubt rightly, that the collector was 
not bound to give change, and refised a summons. Tt 
does not distinctly appear whether the’ collector also. 
refused to receive the sixpence simpliciter, but'we do 
not suppose that it was so offered: “In any case we 
must consider that the collector has shown himself'quite 
unfit for the place ‘he holds. - es 


Siz Anastasius Tyratpo Xxpias, K.C.M.G., of 
Corfu, late one of the members,of the Supreme Council 
of Justice in the Ionian Islands, died yery suddenly on 
the 6th of September. 1t will be remembered by our 
readers that he was one of the Ionian judges so abruptly 
dismissed by Sir Henry Storks, the Lord Com- 
missioner of the Ionian Islands, in the year 1862, about 


which time the subject of the ret was on several 
qo osae brought before the notice o ; fuse ses of 
arliament. . 
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CONSTRUCTION OF WORDS RELATING TO MONEY 
PAYABLE FREE FROM DEDUCTIONS. 

The construction of phrases for the exoneration of 
any income from the payment of taxes, &c., will vary 
according as they may be found in an instrument inter 
vives, or ina will. 

Ina. lease. between landlord and tenant, the phrase 
“Free from.all outgoings” was held to include not only 
ordinary tenants’ taxes, but also dand tax and tithe 
commutation rent-charge (per Campbell, L.C., in Parish 
v. Sleeman, 8 W. R. 166, overruling Stuart, V.C., id. 18), 
and“no doubt the same construction would be given to 
these words if found in a will. 

But. in a lease, or any other contract, covenant, or 
agreement, inter vivos, these words, or any other words, 
would not include income tax, because in those cases an 
exoneration from income tax is prohibited by sections 
73 and 103 (Income Tax Act), 5 & 6 Vict. c. 35 (At- 
torney-General vy. Shield, 3H. & N. 834). But those 
sections do not extend to wills, and it is therefore com- 
petent in a. will to direct that an annual sum shall be 
paid free of come tax, as well asof any other outgoing ; 
and in that case the ques is one of construction on 
the actual words employed. Thus, where the Duke of 
Leeds gave to his duchess a life interest in an estate, 
and directed his trustees, during that life interest, “ to 
pay and defray all taxes, parliamentary, parochial, or 
otherwise, affecting” the said estate, it was held that 
the trustees were bound to pay the income tax charge- 
able on the life interest given to the duchess (Lord 
Lovat v. Duchess of Leeds; 10.W.R. 397). So, where 
the Duke of Somerset gave to his duchess a rent-charge, 
and directed that the same should. be payable ‘‘ without 
any deduction or abatement whatsoever, on account of 
any taxes, charges, impositions, or assessments, already 
or to be hereafter taxed, charged, assessed, or imposed 
on the hereditaments, or on the said rent-charge, or on 
the said Duchess of Somerset or her assigns, in respect 
thereof, by authority of Parliament or otherwise howso- 
ever,” it was held by the Exchequer Chamber, reversing 
the judgment of the Queen’s Bench, that the rent-charge 
was payable free.of imcome-tax (/esting v. Taylor, 10 
W. Ry 246, 11 «b, 70), But in Wall y. Wall (15 Sim, 
16 Li J. Ch. 205), it was held by the Vice-Chancellor 
that an annuity “clear of all taxes and deductions 
whatsoever” was liable to pay income-tax ; and in Leth- 
bridge ¥. Thurlow (15 Beay. 384, 21 L. J. Ch. 538), the 
Master of the Rolls held that the expressions “ clear of 
every deduction,” “ clear of legacy duty and every other 
deduction whatsoever,” “without any deduction for 
legacy duty or otherwise,” did not exonerate the annui- 
tants from payment of the income tax. So where ates- 
tator, who died in June, 1842, gave power to his son to 
appoint an annuity to be payable “ without any deduc- 
tion whatsoever,” which power was exercised in 1852, it 
was held that the annuitant was liable to pay the in- 
come tax (Abadam y. Abadam, 12 W. R. 615). The 
principle of the latter cases seems to be that income tax 
is not considered a “deduction” from the annuity, but 
is rather 4 charge on the annuitant; and though it is 
competent for a testator to exempt an annuity from 
the payment of income tax (if apt words are used), 
yet such.an exemption is equivalent to an addition of 
the amount of the income tax to the annuity given. 

Asa piece of practical advice, we would suggest that 
where an annuity is intended to be given free of income 
tax, it will be better to say so in so many words. 

Another ¢lass of cases relating to exemption from 
ordinary deductiofis, has reference to legacy duty. The 
recent case of Baaks v. Braithwaite, 10 W. R. 612, has 
introduced a rule of interpretation as regards annwitics 
by will which, from the nature of the case, is not appli- 
cable to ordinary legacies, It is well, therefore, to keep 
these two. kinds of gifts to a certain degree distinct ; 
though, no doubt, most of the cases applicable to lega- 
cies are also applicable to annuities by will. 








It may be taken as a rule that.any expression indicat- icat- 
ing an unambiguous intention on the part of a testator 
a legacy to be paid free from an uction, and so, 
the whole nominal amount of the. legacy.shall.. be ps 
to the legatee, will exempt the henner from | duty 
Accordingly, a direction to pay all Jegacies “‘ without, any 
deduction ” exempts the legatee from, legacy duty (Barke- 
dale v. Gilliat, 1 Swanst. 562)... The same construction . 
follows where the words are “free from. all expense” 
(Gosden v. Dotterill, 1 Myl. & K. 56); or “ free. from 
any charge or liability " ( Warbrick v. Varley, 30 Beav, 
241). So there have been various cases where: the ex- 
empting word was ‘‘clear.” Thus, where legacies. are 
given “clear of property tax and all expenses whatsoever 
attending the same” (Courtois vy. Vincent, Turn. & R. 
433) ; or “clear of all taxes and outgoings” (Louch vy. 
Peters, 1 Myl. & K. 489); or“ clear of all deductions” 
(Lethbridge v. Thurlon, 21 L. J. Ch. 538), they are 
exempt from legacy duty; and so also the of a 
“clear” sum will carry a like exemption (Wilks v. 
Groom, 4 W. R. 697). pa 
Now, many of the foregoing cases relate to annuities 

as well as legacies of ordinary character, and accord- 
ingly in Banks vy. Braithwaite (sup.) . Vice-Chan- 
yo Kinde said, “I conceive it to be settled on 
the authorities that if a testator gives a clear annuity of a 
definite amount, the interpretation put upon such a gi 
is that the annuity is to be clear of legacy duty.” But 
in that case the direction was to retain so much of a cer- 
tain sum in Consols “as should be sufficient to realize the 
clear yearly income of £150;" and the Vice-Chancellor 
decided that this income was not free of legacy duty, for, 
he said, “‘the amount (to be retained) having been 
arrived at, the dividends are then directed to be paid to 
the petitioner. The word ‘clear’ does not apply to that 
direction.” In connexion with this case it occurs to us 
to suggest the following form, where it is desired to set 
apart a portion of an estate in specie, so that an annuitant 
may have his annuity absolutely free from deduction :— 
“I direct (my said executors) to set apart so much of (ez. 
gr. the sum of £5,000 Three per Cent. Consols standing 
in my name) as shall be sufficient to realize the clear 

early sum of £ ; free and clear from income tax, 
egacy duty, and every other tax, charge, liability, or de- 
duction which now are or is, or at any time hereafter 
shall, by any authority whatsoever, be imposed on the 
sum to be so set apart, or the said yearly sum, or on the 
annuitant hactehar mentioned, in respect. thereof re- 
my intention em, that such further ie 
tion of the said (Cones) shall be set apart as shall be 
sufficient to pay and discharge such income tax, legacy 
duty, and every other such tax, charge, liability, or 
deduction as aforesaid.” 
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REAL PROPERTY LAW. 
APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER OF REAL EsTATE BY THE 
PROBATE CouRT, 

Purdey v. Field, Prob. Ct.. 12 W. BR. 1088. 


The jurisdiction given to the Court of Probate by the 
Act of 1857, in respect of real estate comprised in a ‘will, 
is exercised upon a favourable construction towards heirs 
and devisees of the provisions intended for their’ protec- 
tion, in accomplishment of the important p of re- 
lieving them from the grievance of a double trial of ‘the 
validity of a will. Formerly, after the question of the 
validity of a will had been determined as to pérsonales- 
tate in the Prerogative Court, the same question; in’ fact, 
might be contested at law or in equity as to the testator’s 
real estate. ‘There might have been some justification’ of 
this practice when wills of real'and personal estate’ dif- 
fered in the modes of ‘making or ‘authenticating thém. 
But even then, frequently, the question, as, for’ éxample, 
where undue influence or fraud was imported, depended’ on, 
the same facts and the same evidence. To remedy this 
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inconvenience, a clause of the Act is to the effect, where |. 


a will relates to real estate, that a copy of such will, or 
letters of administration with the will annexed, must be 
received, in relation to the real estate, as conclusive. evi~ 
dence of the ‘validity and contents of the will, in like 
manner as @ probate is received relating to personal es- 
tate. So'if probate’ is revoked on the ground of invalidity 
of' the “will, or thé* invalidity is decreed by the Court, 
the § @nures ‘for ‘the benefit of the heir or 
other ' person elainiing the real estate against the will, 

and’ the will’cannot afterwards be received in evidence. 
The decision of the Probate Court is, of course,. open 
to'appeal; but, so long as it stands, it binds the real as 
well as the personal estate. With a view to this conclu- 
siveness’ of the Court’s decreé, it is provided by the Act 
that where proceedings are taken for probate in solemn 
form, ‘or’ revokirig probate for invalidity, or where, 
in any other coritentious cause or matter under the Act, 

the validity of the will is disputed, then, unless it affects 
only personal estate, the heir-at-law, devisees, and persons 
having or claiming an interest in the real estate affected by 
the will, are to be cited to see the proceedings, and may be 
permitted to become parties or to intervene for their in- 
terests. If, from the circumstances of the property or 
otherwise, the Court thinks fit to proceed without such a 
citation, it may doso; but in that case the probate or de- 
cree of the Court will not affect the heir or.other persons 
interested in the real estate. © The heir is not to be cited 
unless the testator has a beneficial interest in, or a power 
of appointment over, the real estate. 

Few questions appear to have arisen in the practice of 
citation in respect of real estate. When they have oc- 
curred, the decision has been in favour of the citation. 
Where the heir was an infant; and son of one of the 
plaintiffs, the executors propounding the will, it was ob- 
jected, on the part of the defendant, who set up a prior 
will, that by the citation the heir might acquire a know- 
ledge and avail himself of information which might be of 
importance, and that it would be inconvenient to join an 
infant as a defendant; therefore, that the Court, having 
a discretionary power under the Act, would not grant the 
citation. But Sir C, Cresswell did not think that these 
were sufficient grounds for imposing on the other parties 
the necessity of another trial. “One of the great ob- 
jects,” he said, “ of the Act was to prevent the possibility 
of a double trial on the same will; and this can only be 
accomplished by citing the heir-atlaw:” Wicholls v. 
Binns, 1 Sw. & Tr. 19. 

If more than one will is in question, it isnot sufficient 
that the heir or the persons claiming the real estate 
under one of the wills is before the Court; for it'has 
been held that where an executor propounds the latter of 
two wills, the Court will direct a citation to issue against 
the devisees under the earlier will, and against the heir- 
at-law, although already before the Court as defendant 
in the suit:’ Lister v. Smith, 3 Sw. & Tr. 53. Indeed in 
Nicholls v. Binns, one of the co-heirs cited was already 
before the Court. as ‘an executor of the prior will. The 
citation in respect of a prior will is in accordance with 
the old practice, stated in the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
Report of 1832, in the Prerogative Court. The executor 
or other person claiming to take the grant of probate of 
a will or,other testamentary instrument might cite the 
next of kin, aud other persons interested under an intes- 
tacy or a, former will, to appear and see the will pro- 
pounded and proved by. witnesses; aud if the parties cited 
did not appear and oppose the probate, they were barred 
from afterwards contesting its validity, unless absence 
out of.the kingdom or other sufficieut cause for non-ap- 
pearance. were shown. - 

Incidental to the jurisdiction of establishing the validity 
or invalidity of a will, so as to bind the real estate, a 
power is given, to the Court by the 71st section of the 
Probate Act, pending any suit touching the validity of a 
i oe, SnD recalling, or reyoking any probate 

of administration, not. only to appoint an ad- 
madre oral snespenee stat sonable the re- 





also may be appointed to thie receiver. 

The’ de Gite exjceat al -Wiike Wg OP'aN Beets 
ings the heir is to be cited, nor afford any other guide 
the practice than that the decree es dey Dyes 
or invalidity of the will is or is not condlusivé'as ‘to 
estate according as the heir is or is not cited. 
present case there were three execntors, who w 
plaintiffs ; and there were a will and codicil, 
which were propounded by two of ‘the exécutors; the 
alone by the third, who was also heir-at-law, and” 
codicil alone was propounded by an intervening 
The two executors obtained leave ie 
other plaintiff. This plaintiff now m 
persons might be appointed receivers 0! 
pendente lite. The Court refused to 
until an affidavit was filed that the heir had 
The case, therefore, as well as the preceding 
that the citation of the heir will not be refused on 
grounds; moreover, that it is not merely a process to bring 
the person before the Court, but that when he is there ‘in 
any other capacity, the provisions of the Act must still be 
pursued strictly to have him before the Court as heir, if 
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the validity or invalidity of the ‘will'as a disposition’ of 
real estate. 





REVIEWS. 


Notes of Practice of the Mayor's Court of the, City,of Louie 
in Ordinary Actions. .By WooprnorrR Branpox, 
Barrister-at-Law. London; eagle 1864, 
Whatever opinions may. entertained respecting the 

feasibility or expediency of ee amalgamating law and 

equity so as to produce only. a single legal com 4,00 one, 
we think, will for a moment question the utility o ving each 
class of courts governed by a uniform code both in respect of legal 
rules. and of ure; otherwise as mavy distinct treatises on 
ractice would be required as there are independent and ‘anoma- 
ous judicatures. Anobvious result of a diversity of courts, based 
each upon peculiar principles, is pa multiply difficulties in’te- 
spect of jurisdiction; the cases decided in one class of courts 
being, ex concessis, of little avail to determine, the boundaries 


of co-ordinate. but distinct..tribunals. .... The rie ie 
surely, of such a court onght et the present ps Agg 2oest be 
ritabte” 


tinetly defined. The ER Ny is the .case, 
that its jurisdiction it has an ai 
diction co-extensive with bef the Court of Chancery, 
common law jurisdiction co-extensive with that of gga ts _ 
Westminster, in all actions except replevin Cab gree 
rai we are at a loss to account); yet Mr, = pote 
(p. 7), that “there is every in stating what:is the 
juri iétion of the court in this respect, and how far the $e- 
sideration and promise must arise within the city.” - 

It appears, on the whole, that the court: is,ais inferior juris- 






diction within the ordinary meaning of that that is, 
that some part of the cause of action, must fag. 8 thin, the 
city. dh t strange. that Bie. bas he 1 i ll 
court is essentially a borough me the pyc of 
that description that still a ap a of ge 


culty in respect_of ige: F h bhted is not the fuahte. 
portant in its working. Much aig complications | 

arise from its exclusive right -aating restitution of ‘ap- 
prentice premiums under ¢it of apprenticeship, 
and its exclusive variedistion Otek a Sruveiate of canses arog 
out of the city customs, as foreign attaghment, 
disfranchisement, avprenticiality, feme sole mérehant, arrest 
for better security in certain cases of defamation; and debt 


on concessit solvere, and.in, penal actions, woder. Acts. of 
Common Conneil, &c. . It can hardly poy od that the 


assimilation of this indignsas to the tribunals would 
be highly salu Balbinum Tt, is ‘to be 
feared, ¢. inhabitants i “the will 
Paul nk ste lg . 

After very instructive chapters on and 
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jurisdiction of the court, the author next treats of the action 
which is commenced by plaint or declaration without writ. 


The rules relating to. service and: the subsequent. pleadings 
are almost identical with those of the superior courts at law. 
Our author, theretore, besides giving, in.the original parts of 
his work, a dissertation on the peculiarities of this jurisdiction , 
gives in an Appendix those sections of the Common Law 
Procedure Acts applicable to procedure in general. 


practice of the courts, and to have left no part of his special 
subject unnoticed. A table of every kind of costs, witnesses’ ex- 
penses, and court and professional fees, isappended, together with 
an excellent index. He has also given 38 forms, each relating 
to a distinct proceeding in the cause. The practitioner, there- 
fore, who enters the Mayor’s Court with tlie average knowledge 
enjoyed by his profession, will find in Mr. Brandon's book all 
that is necessary to guide his ulterior progress through the time- 
honoured mazes of our civic tribunal. 





A Treatise on the Law of Sewers, including the Drainage 
Acts, By Humpnrty W. Woorkycn, S.L. London: 
Butterworths. 1864. ; 

This is a third and greatly enlarged edition of a book which 
has already obtained an established ‘reputation as the most 
complete discussion of the subject, adapted to modern times. 
Since the treatise of Mr. Serjeant Callis, in the early part of the 
17th eentury, no work filling the same place has been added 
to the titerature of the profession. 


The Law of Sewers, being, as it is, almost exclusively the | 


creation of statute, is obviously peculiarly subject to change, 
more: especially when, as happened a few years since, some 
accidental circumstances rouse the Legislature into abnormal, 
and generally ill-considered, activity. 

A glance at the list of statutes prefixed to the work before 
us will exemplify at once the complexity of the subject, and 
the manner in which the statute law is in these days 
“altered and amended.’ Commencing with Magna Charta, 
the statutes relating to this subject terminate with. the Irish 
Drainage Acts, of which the latest in point of date is 26 & 27 
Vict. c. 88 (1863); and ‘of ‘these Acts, ninety-seven in 
number, seven were passed prior to the accession of Henry 
VIL, six during the ‘Tudor times (of which two* still form the 
basis of our present Iaw), five under the rule of the Stuarts, 
thirteen under the kings of the House of Hanover, and no less 
than sixty-six since the commeéiitement of ‘the present reign. 

It is a work of no light labour to digest ‘and arrange this 
mass of legislation—to examine and collect the cases in which 
it has reocived judicial exposition or comment, to attempt to 
explain the dark utterances of successive Parliaments, and to 

to réconcile the inconsistencies of conflicting enactments. 
This task, however, Mr. Serjeant Woolrych has wndertaken, 
and ‘an examination of his book will, we think, convince the 
most exacting that he has fully succeeded. 

Commencing with a short history of the rise and progress of 
Commissions of Sewers, in the course of which he introduces 
the reader, as it were, to all the principal eriactments bearing 
on the subject, he proceeds to discuss in minute detail the 
duties and powers of the commissioners, the means at their dis- 
posal for enforcing obedience to their orders, the nature and 
jurisdiction of the court they form, the various processes which 
they can originate, and the various remedies open to persons 
who think themselves aggrieved thereby, concluding with a 
full account of the Drainage Acts, and grouping together, in 
each division of the subject, the Acts and cases bearing on the 
particular point for the time being under discussion, in a man- 
ner to conyince the reader that the whole written law on the 
subject is there carefully and accurately consolidated. 

Those who are unfortunate enough to be compelled to make 
soanetetare with a most intricate and repellent branch of law 
will find in this book a trustworthy guide, and one calculated 
to relieve the subject, so far as it admits of such relief, of the 
wearisome perplexity which seems to be characteristic of all 
the creations of our legislative wisdom. No otie should attempt 
to meddle with the Law of Sewers withoutits help. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before: Mr. Registrar Winstow, Deputy Commissioner.) 
Oct! 14. Ine W. R. Sidney.—This case was noticed in 
oar columns ast k. 





® * 9% Hen, 8, c. 5; and 13 Eliz, c. 9. 


| 


| 








His Honour said, in deliveriniy ‘judgment—Before igri 
this application, there is a preliminary inquiry to be ‘made 
—whether Mr. Gill is now in a position to call upon the 

to assist him. It is a first. principle in bankruptcy that a 
creditor must elect between his remedy by arrest at common 
law, and his remedy in bankruptcy, Thns, a creditor who 
holds the bankrupt in execution cannot oppose the last exa- 


| mination and order of discharge without, first proving his debt, 
The author appears to be intimately conversant with the | sai 


and when he has proved, the bankrupt is entitled to claim his 
release from custody. Execution creditors often endeayour to 
avoid this rule by putting forward some other creditor and 
opposing in his namie, thus doing covertly that which they have 
no right to do openly. Mr. Gill has, however, gone a ste 
farther, for he has filed requisitions in his own name, cal 
the bankrupt has answered them. It is now stated that the 
requisitions were intended to be filed by Mr. Symons, ano- 
ther creditor, and if that had been done, it would. have 
afforded an instance of the practice 1 have just:-mentioned. 
But, in fact, Mr. Gill, the real opposing creditor, has ap- 
ared, and the requisitions have been filed in his name, and 
y his attorney. This he had no right to do until he had 
preyed his debt, and had released the bankrupt from custody. 
ow, he who complains to the Court of wrong and fraud on 
the part of others must come with his own conduct in regard 
to the matter free from question, and in my opinion the con- 
duct of Mr. Gill does not so appear to be. In this state of 
things, Ido not think Mr. Gill can call upon the Conrt to 
assist him by taking the very tinusual course of rescinding its 
own order. Mr. Gill believes that the four persons who made 
the affidavits upon which the order was granted have com- 
mitted perjury. He has his. remedy by indictment. I. refuse 
the application; but as I cannot approve of the bankrupt’s 
conduct in regard to the matter, I make no order as to costs, 


Oct.:17.—In re E. G. Markby.—This was a meeting for 
examination. The bankrupt, Edward Gillam Markby, wasa 
solicitor carrying on an extensive business at Chatteris, in 
Cambridgeshire. 

Mr, Bagley appeared on behalf of the assignees; Mr. Wise 
for the bankrupt. 

The liabilities in this case represent a total of £28,058, of 
which a sum of £14,037 is due to unsecured creditors; against 
assets—good debts, £26; property given up to assignees, £550; 
and property held by creditors, £17,185. The adjudication 
wis made at the instance of a creditor, the bankrupt having 
left his place of business previous to the presentation of the 
petition against him. 

Upon the application of Mr. Bagley, the bankrupt was 
ordered to file cash and deficiency accounts for the twelve 
months preceding the bankruptcy, and an adjournment was 
taken for that purpose. 


Oct. 19.—Re a Trust Deed.—Mr. F, P. Campbell applied on 
affidavits for leave to register a trust-deed, munc pro tune, 
under the following circumstances :—The commissioner in the 
country, before: whom the affidavits were made, had ac- 
cidentally omitted to initial .with his signature some of the 
pages of the account annexed to the deed, and. the registrar. of 
deeds in consequence refused to register the instrument. The 
twenty-eight days allowed for registration by the statute had 
expired, and it was necessary to haye the direction of the Court 
to supply the omission. 

The RecistRAR said it was of the greatest importance that 
regularity should be observed in such matters, and that the 
parties in deed cases should have their papers complete. The 
mistake had not occurred through the negligence of any officer 
- that Court, and he therefore felt bound to refuse the applica- 

ion. 


—— Re Sophia Tubb.—The Ruaistrar gave judgment 
upon an application for a release from custody, made bythe 
bankrupt some days ago. She was arrested onthe 18th of 
April last, at the suit of her landlord; for'£105, rent and 
costs. She had received her order of discharge, and it was 
contended that, according to a recent decision ‘of ‘the Lord 
Chancellor, in the case of Laforest, the order took effect 
from the date of the commissioner pronouncing it. inst 
the application, it was argued that she could not be released 
until the order of discharge was drawn up, which would be the 
thirty-first day after it was pronounced, and that even then the 
Court a disctetion, The landlord had offered to 


possessed 
cancel the whole debt if she would only ‘give up ‘possession, 


which was held adversely, but the Court could not notice that 
circumstance. The landlord had kept away from this barik- 
ruptcy—the assignees did not ask for possession—the order of 
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discharge freed the bankrupt from the (lebt—and.the Court 
could not annex such a condition. 
Release ordered. 


(Before Mr. Registrar Rocue.) 


Oct. 19.—Jn re Charles Parke.—The bankrupt,.a_ solicitor, 
had practised at Crescent-place, Burton-crescent. He attri- 
buted his failure to the non-receipt of bills of costs, and bad 
debts. A long list Of creditors has been filed, apparently 
amounting to Some thousands of pounds; but it is left unadded 
up, 80 that the creditors have not the satisfaction of knowing 
how much their debtor owes, . 

This was the first sitting, Mr. Golborne, printer, of 
Prince’s-street, Leicester-square, was chosen trade assignee. 


—— Inve W. Sladden,—The bankrupt was an attorney, 
of Crowndale-road, Camden-town, late of Serle-street, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. This was the sitting for proof of debts and 
choice of assignees. The bankrupt attributes his failure to the 
sudden disruption of a .partnership with Mr. G. HI. Oliver. 
His debts are returned at £5,732, of which £2,200 is stated to 
be due to Mr. W. Gladden, as executor under a will, 

Mr. W. B. James, gentleman, of 324, Regent-street, a 
creditor for £28, was chosen assignee, and the next sitting was 
appointed for the 23rd November. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


Tue Jup@MEnts’ Act. 

Sir,—The statute of last session (27 & 28 Vict. c. 112) 
should have been entitled “ An Act to abolish the Registry 
of Judgments, and to give certain facilities for realizing real 
property taken in execution.” Several questions arise upon 
it. 

1. Does it obviate the necessity of searching for judgments 
previous to the completion of a mortgage or purchase? 

The.Act. does not affect. judgments already registered, 
Whatever benefit attached to such registration previously to 
its passing still remains; aud whatever risk. a purchaser in- 
curred. through omitting to search, he is. still liable to, so far 
as respects judgments already on the. register.. But the re- 
quisitions of the statute 23 & 24 Vict, c. 38, as to the regis- 
tration of writs of execution in addition to the necessity of a 
re-registration of the judgment every five years, practically 
defeat the lien or charge professed to be conferred by 
registration, and reduce the benefit to the judgment creditor 
and the risk to the purchaser or. mortgagee to a nominal 
amount. It may be anticipated, therefore, that the re-registra- 
tion of old judgrients will be discontinued as valueless, and the 
practice of searching for such judgments will also fall into 
disuse. 

2.. Are futuie judgments to be registered ? 

It would seem that they need not. The 3rd section of the 
new Act only requires the registration of a writ of execution 
after land has been seized thereunder, and it provides that 
“no other or prior registration of such judgment “shall be 
necessary.” The words “other or” seem to be superfluous. 

3. Must every writ of elegit be registered upon seizure of 
realty thereunder? 

The 8rd section enacts that every writ by virtue of which land 
shall be taken in execution shall be registered. It is difficult to 
conjecture why this obligation should have been imposed. 
It is not probable that writs will be registered, as the 
bankruptcy of the debtor will in almost every case intervene 
between the delivery of the writ to the sheriff and the com- 
pletion of the processes of inquisition and registration; so that 
the requirement of the Act will only be an additional burden 
and expense to the ereditor im the very exceptional case of 
his obtaining possession of his debtor’s land, 

There seems no good reason why it should not have been 
enacted simply that in such an exceptional case the creditor 
who should be so fortunate as,.to obtain possession of his 
debtor’s land under,,qn elegit: should have the facilities for 
realizing the fruits of his. diligence. which the 5th and 6th 
sections may afford. 

The, re-registration of old judgments. may be expected 
predualy 9 cease,, The registration of future judgments seems 
not to be required by the new Act... The registration of 
executed writs does, not promise to be yery numeroas, so that 
the business of the Common Pleas Registry will be reduced to 
& minimam, 

There is an old aphorism attributed to Dr. Johnson— 





“Whatever is worth doing at all, is worth doing wall.” . If 

this ‘had been kept in view by the framers of this Act, would 

they not have abolished the office altogether ? hs 9% 
et. 13. o Be ds 





APPOINTMENTS. 


WitttdM Kirsy Jounson Laneripex, of Lewes, in, the 
county of Sussex, gent., to be one of the perpetual commis- 
sioners for taking the acknowledgments of deeds to be exe- 
cuted by married women, in and for the county of Sussex. 

J. Hinnen, Esq,, of the Home Circuit, has been 
junior counsel to the Treasury, in the room of W. N. 

Sq., deceased. 
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PROVINCES. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE.—A case. of considerable importance 
came for hearing before the magistrates sitting in session 
at Sydney, Gloucestershire, a few days since, when a fisherman 
named Richard Bull was charged, in conjunction with a man 
named James Williams (who Lad absconded), with fishing for 
and catching two salmon in the river Severn, at W \ 
during the fence time—viz., on the 20th of, Septeniber last. 
The prosecution was instituted by the Town Fisheries Pro- 
tection Association, who, had, after. great aeaity. trecstnt 
the offence, which, it seems,.bas heen carriedon on ra 
large scale by the accused and his. brother , ighermen. < 

men, it appears, had banded themselves together for illegal 

ing, and had established a fund to pay the fines.in which they 
might be mulcted. The. evidence.in, the case, went to. prove 
that on the 20th of September Constable Matthews and.Police 
Constable Blackwell, of the Gloucestershire. police force, met 
Williams. and Bull. with a fish basket andaJaye net, (used 
for salmon fishing). . When, the. police. ap; d xB 
away, and.on being . pursued. threw. down. the basket, in which 
were found two. salmon—one. weighing, ,ten, pounds and,the 
other four pounds—-and also. a. pair of. wet, socks used in 
ing. One. of the fish was far advanced in spawn, and, 
have produced about 10,000.ova. . On,. Williams was found 
bludgeon, used for the purpose of knocking on the 
when caught, . The magistrates fined the d ts £5. wit 
costs, and ten shillings for each fish taken, making altogether 
£7 10s. 6d., and at the same. time.the magistrates 
their determination to punish severely in all cases of this kind 
éd_ before: thém,. They pointed. ont the | folly. 
wickedness of the practice of taking unseasonable fish, and thus 
destroying the supply of produce. 
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SCOTLAND. 


ConvicTI0N OF aw Epinsoren Soricrror For ForoERrr. 
A few days ago, James Miller, designing himself ‘solicitor, 
with chambers at Royal Exchange, ap 1 at = bar of the 


Sheriff Criminal Court to answer to t the 
signature of Mr. Andrew Hill, W-S., to a note of suspénsion, 
and to a note of pleas-in-law aiitiexed to said note of suspen- 
sion; and also of uttering the same by pi thet to the 
a ey aretha = thus a to Before 
rd Barcaple for the purpose’of procuring a sist. 
prisoner was further charged with for the a 
“A, Hill, W.S.,” to @ letter, to ‘thé p that'‘he ‘had Mr. 
Andrew Hill’s authority for using his signature to the s - 


sion and pleas-in-law, and also with uttering the' said letter 
the Bill Chamber clerk. Sheriff Gordon was on the 

and. Mr, Lothian, Procurator- Fiscal, 7 for the Le 
The prisoner, who conducted his own deferice, ‘asl att 
trial should be delayed in order that he might’ ‘forw 
witnesses at present in London. “The prosecutor said that 
trial had already been ‘delayed for Yetison, and, as 
prisoner had not used any exertions to bring forward ‘his wit- 
nesses, he moved that the trial be proceeded with. 
sheriff having refused the crave fér delay; the pri pleaded 
not guilty, and a jury was impannelled. The | id 
put in a declaration to the effect that he Believed that 
person who forged the notes was named Johp whom, at 
the time they were signed, he understood to be Mr, Andrev 
Hill, W.S. The evidence for the prosecution ig , 

that the’ accused knew perfectly well that John 

alleged forged the notes, was not Andrew Hill, W.S.- farther, 
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that after Mr. Andrew Hill had written to the officials at the 
Bill Chamber that he had not authorised Mr. Miller to use his 
name, he had made use of his signature; and, finally, that 
Miller, on being informed of this prohibition, had left the Bill 
Chamber and procured a letter purporting to be signed by 
Andrew Hill, W.S., cancelling the prohibition. The evidence 
for the defence was principally to the effect that the signatures 
to the notes did not. resemble the handwriting of the accused, 
and that he had frequently expressed the belief that John Hill, 
who he said had signed the notes, was Andrew Hill, W.S. 
After short addresses from the Procurator-Fiscal, and the 
prisoner—the latter of whom strongly protested his innocence 
—the sheriff summed up, after which the jury retired for about 
ten minutes, and returned with a unanimous verdict of guilty 
against the prisoner. Immediately after the verdict was re- 
corded, tho prisoner rose and stated that, as his status in his 
profession was now destroyed in this country, he should like 
sentence to be delayed for three months, in order that he might 
have an opportunity of going abroad before the expiry of that 
time. The sheriff refused this request, and after severely 
commenting on the enormity of the crime committed by Miller, 
sentenced him to fifteen months’ imprisonment. 








IRELAND. 


Can A Barrister TAKE Part IN THE PROCEEDINGS OF A 
Revision Court? 

A very important decision was pronounced by the county 
chairman, J. W. Lendrick, Esq., Q.C. at the revision of the 
registry,in Bray Court-house, on Saturday last. The Con- 
servatives and “Liberals” were, as usual, represented not 
only by attorneys but by counsel. The chairman, citing the 
Act of Parliament, declared that he would allow no barrister 
to address him, nor should any parties appear by counsel. 
Against this decision it was urged by both sides that the 
words of the Act did not refer to the presence of counsel, or to 
their guidance or advice, but simply prohibited them from 
addressing the Court. Both parties also stated that it was 
usual for barristers to appear and take part in the proceedings. 
The chairman was inflexible; “he would be no party to any 
such subterfuge.” At length the barristers determined to 
remain “as private persons or voters,” not as counsel, the 
chairman declaring that if they took part, to his knowledge, 
in the management of the revision, he would order them out of 
court. 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


TRANSPORTATION TO AUSTRALIA. 

The following is the minute on this subject submitted by 
the Victorian Cabinet to his Excellency Sir Charles Darling :— 

“ The copy of Mr. Cardwell’s despatch, in reply to the reso- 
lutions of both Houses of Parliament against the continuance 
of transportation to Western Australia, which your Excellency 
did me the honour to transmit to me, has been duly laid before 
my ¢ ues. 

“Tt. is to the Government of this colony matter of the ut- 
most regret that all efforts made by them, the Parliament, and 
the people of Victoria, in common with the other colonies, have 
failed to secure that measure of justice the colonists had a right 
to expect; but the decision of her Majesty’s Government is 
still more deeply to be deplored as at direct variance with the 
statement dale the Duke of Newcastle in 1853, and in con- 
trayention of the policy which it was declared by his Grace to 
be the duty of her Majesty’s Government to adopt towards the 
Australian colonies, 

“Tn the concluding paragraph of a minute which I had the 
honour to submit to your Excellency in September last, I felt 
it necessary to indicate the course this Government will be 
forced to pursue.in the event of the threatened continuance of 
transportation being carried out; and it now becomes my duty 
to state to your Excellency the steps which your advisers have 
felt imperative upon them to take in the discharge of their re- 
sponsibility to the people of this colony. 

“ Upon a pir consideration of Mr. Cardwell’s despatch, 
written in the face of all the earnest representations addressed 
to her Majesty’s Government, it has been forced upon the at- 
tention of myself and my colleagues that further remonstrance 
is in itself useless; and that the time has arrived when it is 

jeumbent upon us, in the exercise of our powers of self- 
government, to initiate legislation in connexion with the 





colonies whose interests are alike affected for our common 
protection. HOt 2s 

“T have accordingly addressed 4 circular to the thief ¢eore- 
tary of each of the colonies interested, inviting thé eo-operation 
of their respective governments in framing’ ® méastYé'to be 
submitted to the consideration of the seVeral Parliamen th) pro- 
hibitive of all intercourse whatsoever with Western Australia, 
in order that her position as the only ‘tonviet ‘‘colény® in 
Australia may be distinctly marked. shiide Dan 

“ Sufficient time has not yet elapsed for me to have rédeived 
any reply, but from the universal feelitg of dissatisfadtion 
which prevails throughout the free eolonies I can have no 
doubt that the proposition will meet with their approval. 

“ Intimately connected with this proposition is the question 
of the postal service with Great Britain. No measure for the 
isolation of Western Australia could be efficient: while, the 
mail steamers continue to call at King George’s Sound; and 
although serious inconvenience must result from et ge 
ruption to frequent and regular postal communication, so 
satisfied is the Government that the people of Victoria, in the 
dread of the continuance of transportation, would rather deny 
themselves the privilege of the mail service than be exposed 
even to the possibility of the introduction of convicts, ‘that 
I have to beg your Excellency will be pleased to ‘notify 
formally to the imperial autborities that, unless the terms of 
the existing arrangement with the Peninsular and Oriental 
Company be altered, and the company consent that their 
packets shall not touch at any rf in Western Australia, 
the Government of Victoria will, at the expiration of six 
months from the 1st of November next, cease to contribute 
to the annual subsidy; and further, that they withdraw 
their offer to join in establishing a fortnightly service except 
upon similar conditions. 

“T cannot express to your Excellency the pain your advisers 
have felt in being obliged to take this course; but to have hesi- 
tated would have been to neglect their highest duty, 

“In requesting that your Excellency will forward a copy of 
this memorandum to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, I would venture to suggest that it be accom. 
panied by your Excellency’s testimony to the reality of the 
feelings of the people of Victoria, as made known by memorials 
and through the public press, and also to the discontent which 
has manifested itself throughout the colony at the decision of 
her Majesty’s Government. “ JaMEs M‘CULLOCH. 

“ Chief Secretary’s Office, Melbourne, Aug. 24.” 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


FRANCE. 

Leoacy To. A NoN-BXISTING CHARITABLE InsTITOTION. 

The Civil Tribunal of the Seine has just been’ called on 
to decide the validity of a1 left to a charitable institution 
which had not been legally authorised until four’ years 
afterwards. The Princess de Bethune, who died in 1860, 
made a will containing a clause bequeathing the sum’ of 
10,000 fr. to the charitable establishment of the Petites-Sceurs 
des Pauvres in the rue de Breteuil at Paris; but the Duchess 
Rosselmine jualande, as representative of the testatrix, 
disputed the legality of the bequest,on the ground that the 
establishment in question had no legal existence when the 
will was made, and therefore could not receive ‘a legacy. 
Her counsel also argued that the authorisation granted during 
the present year could not have a retroactive effect. The 
counsel for the Petites-Scours, however, maintained that as 
their house in Paris was only a branch of the duly au 
parent establishment at Rennes, a fact well known :to the 
testatrix, his clients were entitled to claim the Jegacy. ‘The 
Tribunal, taking that view of the case, declared the legacy 
valid, and ordered that it should be paid into the “hands of 
Mme, Jamet, ey 1 abor of ‘the Petites-Squrs, aud” that each 
party should pay his own costs. Ate. 





NAPLES. 
Tue Princess op Caro. nods 
An interesting ‘trial has lately been” concluded: at‘Naples, 
which definitively disposes of the question of the ¢ivil and ‘po- 
litical rights of the mariiage of ber Royal Highness: the 
Princess of Capua: Count Balzo, the second’ husband: of the 
Queen of Naples (the mother of the Prince of Capuw ); took 
proceedings in La Grand’ Cour “Saperieure de és to dis- 
pute the right of the Princess of Capua and her childtento a 
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share in the Queen’s ty. The decree of the Court runs 
as follows :—‘ The Superior Court of Justice of Naples has, 
at its sitting of March 18, 1863, made a solemn and definite 
decree, declaring. the legiti of the title of the Prince and 
Princess. of Bourbon. Capua, and their a van as heirs of their 
father and. husband, S,.A,R.. Charles de Bourbon, Prince of 
Capua, who-died at Turin a year ago. The Superior Court of 
Justice of ,-in..the, second place, declares the widow 
and children of the late Prince of Capua entitled to the same 
rights, peirilegots and, position .as the other princes and prin- 
cesses. of the Bourbon family, 





AMERICA. 
(From the Legal Intelligencer.) 


Supreme Count of PennsYLVANIA,—TRovT v. KENNEDY. 


Trespass. 

Error to the Court of Common Pleas of Warren County. 
The opinion of the Court was delivered by Strong, J. 

This was an action of freapens for taking and carrying away 
103,500 feet of lumber, which the plaintiff alleged to belong to 
him, whereof he had acquired the title at a sheriff’s sale of the 
property of Dr, Henry Brooks. The undisputed evidence in 
the case was that Dr. Brooks, having been the owner of a steam 
saw mill, and also of the timber standing on three certain 
tracts of land, agreed to give the use of the mill to Trout, the 
defendant, for the purpose of manufacturing the timber into 
lumber, The agreement stipulated that Trout should cut the 
logs, get them to the mill, saw them out, pile the boards, and 
gre to Dr. Brooks one-half the boards, to be divided in the pile. 

nder this contract 207,000 feet were manufactured and piled, 
but the defendant refused to make any division, and claimed_to 
retain all. Not only so, he removed from the mill property a 
considerable portion of the lumber, transporting it about three 
miles in the direction of the market. After this had been done, 
an execution was issued against Dr. Brooks, under which the 
sheriff levied upon his interest in the 207,000 feet of lumber, 
and on the 3rd of January, 1861, made a sale, returning that 
he had sold 103,500 feet to the plaintiff for the sum of 
362 dols. 25c., at S3dols. 50c. per thousand. After the sale 
the defendant continued to haul the lumber away until most 
of the remainder had been removed, when this suit was 
brought. 

In view of these uncontroverted facts, the defendant con- 
tended at the trial that the luniber not having been divided, the 
sheriff's sale gave to the plaintiff only the one-half of 103,500 
feet thereof, and that the plaintiff and defendant being tenants 
in common of the ‘himber, this action of trespass could not be 
maintained without its being shown that the defendant had 
destroyed the joint property, or sold it before the commence- 
ment’ of the snit to an innocent purchaser. He also contended 
that, if there could be a recovery at all, it could only be for so 
much of the lumber as was taken away between the sheriff’s 
sale and the commencement of the suit, 

The first of these positions is clearly not maintainable. 
The sheriff's was wu the interest of Brooks in the 
entire quantity of 207,000 feet. No doubt it was supposed (as 
seemed to have been understood at the trial, both by the Court 
and the defendant) that the interest of Dr. Brooks was an 
ownership of the undivided half. Hence, when the sale came 
to be , the sheriff returned it as a sale of 103,500 feet, not 
as.a sale of the debtor’s interest in that quantity, but as a sale 
of the quantity itself. ‘The statement of the price also proves 
that ba ange fh have been sold, Tho sale was returned as 
made for dollars and a-half per thousand, and the 

ate, proceeds as 362 dols. 25c., which could not have 
been, had a a quantity than 103,500 feet passed to the 
purchaser, e first t of the defendant was therefore 
rightly denied. And the Court was not called upon to say 
what was the effect of the sale, if instead of a joint ownership 
the entire own of the lumber was in Brooks, subject 
pg a lien for the price of its manufacture, 

next question relates to the form of the action. And 
if, as was assumed in the court below, the plaintiff and defen- 
dant were tenants in common, of joint owners of the lumber, 
when the alleged trespass was committed, it is difficult to see 
how’an: action of trespass could be maintained by one against 
the other for any actdone to it which did not amount to its 
ae. n90 9 trespass by igs i are panes Bou the 
plaintiff's right of possession, an course, a right of posses- 
sion as against the defendant, But when thedefendant is a 
tenant in common with a ponce or the joint owner with 
him of @ chattel, his right of possession is equal to that of his 





cate wel ar igh 2 jury to the chattel, or to the plaia- 
's rights to it, which falls short of its destruction (see Lit- 
tleton, section $23, and Lord Coke’s Commentary upon it; see 
also I Chitty’s Plea, 157). There are sepeated decisions to 


as éntirely his own, by one joint owner, may be regarded as 
equivalent to its destruction, so as to enable the other owner to 
maintain trover against the vendor, and there have been dicta 
at least to the effect that it may. Iam unable to. see that 
they are supported by any substantial reason. Except in the 
case Of partnership, such a sale passes to the parohanare 
nothing more than the undivided interest of the vendor. We 
have no market overt, and one joint-owner cannot sell 
entirety. His vendee must take the seller's interest, and hold 
the chattel as the seller did. The co-tenant who does not join 
in the sale loses nothing by it, and hence sucha sale cannot 
in any just sense be called a destruction. . Nor do know 
that it has ever been decided to be such. There is, how- 
ever, an intimation in Barton v. Williams, 5 Barn. & Ald. 
$95, that a sale of personal property by one joint-owner 
enables the other to maintain troyer, but the case cannot 
be said to have been decided ot that ground. So too in 
Wilson v. Gibbs, 3 Johns, 175, it was said by Spencer, J, that 
for the sale of a chattel an action of trover will lie by one 
tenant in common against another. The property in which 
there was a joint ownership in that case was « hogshead of rum, 
which the defendant had sold, presumptively at retail; and he 
was held liable to his co-tenant in trover,’ “It ‘was not so 
much the sale, as the selling the rum #f retail, his division and 
distribution of it in small quantities, and therefore irtecover- 
able, that worked the destruction. But whatever may ‘be said 
of the effect of a sale by one of several joint owners of'a chattel, 
denial of the right of a co-tenant, and exclusive use by one, 
leaving the chattel still in existeice, have riever been held 
sufficient to enable the excluded owner to maifitain either 
trover or trespass. It is true that ejectment, and in somie cases 
trespass, will lie in favour of one tenant fn eérinion of land, 
against his co-tenant who has actually otisted’ liim from the 
possession. ‘There is a reason for a ‘different rule for joint 
psi of lands, from that which exists for joint ownership 
of chattels personal. Land is capable of actiial possession by 
more than one at the same time; chattels are’ not. “Tf'then the 
assumption of the-defendant’s second point be conceded— 
namely, - - plaintiff and defen “ were tenants a 
common of the Jumber—! int, peal ve . 
Tt was not equivalent i a4 of “the*p that the 
defendant refused to make a division of it; that he had 
claimed it all as his own; and that he had actually remoyed it 
from the mill property towards a market with a manifest pur- 
pose to carry out his declaration that it was ‘alf his, and to 
exclude his co-tenant. This ‘was’ a gross wrong, and* remedi- 
able, but not by an action of trespass. It was appropriation , 
not destruction. ; 
On the other hand, if the plaintiff and “defendant were not 
joint owners of the lumber, the defendant’s second ‘point should 
not have been affirmed. And ‘that’ they were not, that the 
defendant had no interest in it as owner until after’a divisitn, 
is manifest from all the evidence. That the timber’ when 
standing was the sole property of Dr. Brooks, utider ‘whom 
the plaintiff claims, isa conceded’ fact, as well a8 that the 
defendant never acquired title to it unless it was’ by virtue of 
the agreement for its manufacture into ‘lumber. “° Nothing 
in that, however, vested in him any interest, so lowg ‘ab’ the 
lumber remained undivided. It simply constituted him ‘the 
agent of the owner to cut the logs, hav!’ them to ‘the mill, 
saw them into boards, and place the boards in piles. The 
woodland was not leased to him, woodleave ‘was not sold, ‘and 
he did not even acquire any term in the’ mill, “ He was per- 
mitted, required to use the mill, not to saw his own timber’ or 
that of the public, but to saw the logs of Dr. Brooks. “True, when 
the lumber had been made he was required to give his print 
one-half, after it had been divided. That was’ a ptovision for 
the payment of his own services. It was eqnivalént to’an 
allowance by the principal to the agent ‘of one-half the product 
of his labour, The ¢ will bear no other’ tidn. 


It cannot be said that the ownership of the property was trans- 
ferred to Trout when the logs were cnt, or ‘when a atc 
hauled to the mill, or when they bad ‘been sawed, tior’t 

when the lumber was piled, ‘never until a division was rade ; 
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and that the defendant never allowed. The time. never camo, 
therefore, when he became half-owner, In this aspect of the 
case the defendant’s proposition was not correct, Claiming 
the lumber as all his own, refusing to make,dny division, and 
removing it to a distant place under an assértion of exclusive 
right, constituted a trespass for which such an, action would 
lie; and as he virtually disclaimed holding possession by virtue 
of any law, asserting absolute ownership in himself, there was 
nothing in the way of the plaintiffs recovery in this form of 
action. 

Under the facts of the case as they appeared in evidence,,the 
Court answered the defendant's third point correctly, , A very 
large portion of the lumber was hauled away after the sale and 
before the suit was bronght, and that which had been hauled 
away before was left where it might make up full loads. with 
that which was taken after the plaintiff became the purchaser. 
Whatever was taken, was taken under an assertion of right to the 
whole. ‘The hauling away was, therefore, not a succession of 
disconnected trespasses, but one continuous act... Every act of 
taking may well be considered a taking of the whole, for it was 
in the name of the whole. No doubt, in trespass, as in other 
actions, damages can be assigned only to the time of purchas- 
ing the writ. New and independent trespasses may be comipen- 
sated by a second action. But in this case the taking and car- 
rying away the lumber was a single act, though it may have 
required many days as well as teams to remove it. 

Nor was it erroneous to instruct the jury that ‘it is not al- 
lowable for one to trespass upon the rights of another, and in 
his defence therefore allege that there was no market for the 
property taken or destroyed, or that it was of Jess value on this 
account than it had been before, or was subsequently.” This 
language must be taken with its context. So far as any 
rule for the measurement of damages was stated, it was that 
the plaintiff was entitled to the just and full value of the pro- 
perty. If, at the time of the trespass, the market was de- 
pressed, the jury were told too much importance was not to be 
given to that fact. The owner might have intended to kee 

property for a better market, or have designed it for his 

Own use. And a trespasser isto have meted out to him, in 

damages, an assessment commensurate with the injury he has 

e. If, at any particular time, there be no market demand 

or an article, it is not, of course, on that account of no value. 

@ thing will bring in the market at a given time is per- 
haps the measure of its value then, but it is not the only one. 

The judgment is affirmed. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATION, 

At the recent meeting of this society, at Leeds, a paper on 
the subject of Professional Remuyeration and the Lord Chan- 
oellor’s Bill, by Mr, Edward Bromley, of South-square, Gray’e- 
inn, was read. After some introductory remarks, the paper 
proceeds as follows :— 

It may be stated broadly, that no agreement between the 
attorney and client as to the amount of remuneration to be 
paid to the former for his professional services is binding on 
the client. 

The attorney can neither bargain that his costs shall be 
taxed on a certain scale, nor for a lump sum in lieu of all costs, 
nor for a sum in addition to his costs. In Philby v Hazle, 8 
W. RB. 611; 8 C. B. N.S. 647; 29 L. J, C. P. 370; the plain- 
tiff, an attorney, had been employed by the defendant to obtain 
a public-house licence for him under an agreement by which, 
if the plaintiff succeeded, he was to be paid £50 and his costs 
out of pocket, but if he failed, he was to be paid his costs out 
of ot only. Having succeeded, he delivered a signed bill 
charging in one item £50 for“ business done as per agreement,” 
and giving the items of the expenses out of pocket only. . It 
was held that he could not recover, on the ground that the bill 
did not comply with the requirements of the statute 6 & 7 
Viet. e. 73; and Erle, C.J., said, “Regard being had to the 
words of the enactment and the policy of the law, which had 
in. view the protection of the client against the attorney’s 
greater knowledge of professional charges, it seems to me to 
prohibit attorneys from making agreements like this with 
their clients, to this extent, that the attorney cannot be allowed 
to take advantage of the agreement where it would give him 
more than the law would otherwise haye given him—that is, 
more than would have been allowed him by the Master on 
taxation;” and Williams, J., added, “ The conclusion at which 





we have arrived substantially decides that such an agreement 
as this is void.” ie 
Again, in Pince v. Beattie, 11'W. R. 979; $2°L) 3, Ch. 784, 
it was agreed in writing between the plaintiff and the defen- 
dant, who was a solicitor, that in consideration 'o ‘defen. 
dant undertaking the investigation, &¢.,' of certdii claims of 
the plaintiff, and making the necessary ndvantes for légal 
and other expenses, and towards the maintenance and stipport 
of the plaintiff's wife and: family pending the same, the defen- 
dant should have, by way of addition‘ to’his legal charges, a 
sum equivalent to 5 per cent. on the gross amount recovered 
by him; and although an account had been settled on this 
footing in January, 1855, yet in 1863, the defendant was 
ordered to refund the amount of the per centage, Kindersley, 
V.C., saying, ‘‘It appears from a case of Strange v, Brennan” 
(15 Sim, 346; 15 L. J. Ch. 389), “ that the Vice-Chancellor 
of England and Lord Cottenham decided that it was agaipst 
the policy of the law, not only that a solicitor, while acting’ as 
such, should take a present or gratuity from his clint over 
and above the amount of lis costs, but that he should 
into any stipulation to become solicitor, on the'termis of g 
a better benefit than hie would get by the cdsts which, accord- 
ing to the rules of law, he was entitled to charge; and, there- 
fore, that being established, it must be held that the contract 
between Pince and Beattie was illegal.” ada 
The agreement in this cage, though held to be bad on the ground 
above stated, was, in fact, also bad on the ground of mainte- 
nance; and on this latter ground a similar agreement was bal 
bad in, Earle y. Hopwood, 9 W. R. 272; 9C. B. N.S. 566; 
30 L, J. C, P, 217. And an agreement by which the attorng 
isto receive a@ portion, of the proceeds if succéssful, and to 
receive nothing if unsuccessful, is invalid on the double ground 
of champerty, and of being contrary to the policy of the law 
relating to attorney and client: Re Masters, 4 Dowl. is. 
Grele vy. Levy, 16 C. B. N. S. 73. j : 
But thongh the client is not bound by any such agreement, 
the attorney is; and therefore, if he agrees to charge only the 
costs out of pocket, he can recover no more than those; and if 
he agrees that they shall-not exceed a certain ‘sum, he cannot 
recover more than that sum: Jones v, Reade, 5 A. & E536. 
But even in these cases the client is entitled to have his bill 
taxed: Re Ransom, 18 Beav. 220. veegan 
It will ba seen from the case of Pince v. Beattie, already 
alluded to, that no settlement of account. will binding 
on the ¢lient where that settlement. is on the footing of t 
payment of a sum over and ‘above the regular costs, though 
made in pursuance of a previous contract,, _ pe 
The whole doctrine, however, of the invalidity of thse 
agreements rests, I conceive, upon what is called by Erle, 
C.J,,. in the case above quoted of Philby v, Hazle, the 
“policy of the Law,” that ‘is, of the statutes relating to 
attorneys, At common law the Courts had no power of 
taxing an attorney’s bill unless an action were brought upon 
it (see Springate y. Springate, 1 Salk. 332), or some applica- 
tion was made against him—e.g., yr igea 3 him to deliver ap 
documents, or to pay over money, or the like. In the fe 
case, if his bill contained. any chargés at law, the whole was 
referred to the Master to ascertain the amount. (see Beale’s 
case, 12 Mod. 252; Curling v. Sedger, H. of L. Cas. 678), 
whilst in the latter the Court would only grant relief upon, 
the terms of the clien: paying what was due to the attorney ; 
and forthe parpose of ascertaining thie, it was referred to 
Master to take an account of what was due (see Bz parte 
Partridge, 2. Mer. 500). ‘There seems, however, no reason. 
suppose that if a contract had been entered into by, the. ¢li 
for the payment of a fixed sum for the business to be dot 
the attorney might not havesued upon such a contract. 
tracts. for fixed or annual sums seem to have been adm 
even in the case of me ag when those yep ore ‘pe 
pro consilio impendendo, and not for advocacy in , court: 
Xennedy v. Broun, 13 C. B. N, 8. 729. The ast” a- 
tute relating to attorneys’ bills was the 3 Jac. 1, &. 7, which 
required bill, signed by the attorney, of all charges in 
suits in, the. superior courts to be given to the client 
before charging him with them; but, no power was. given. 
to the Courts to order taxation of a bill so delivered. ma 
seems to, have been first provided for by the 2 Geo, 2, c, 23, 
which provided that no action should be brought for fees at lay 
us bil, aad 










or.in equity until one month after delivery 
such bill might, under certain circumstances, be referred to 
Master for taxation, though no action seepenns it wag pendin, 
That statute was repealed by the 6 & 7 ict. 0.78, the I 
statute upon the subject, which provides that ho a 

for any business whatever done by an attorney or solicitor 
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shall be brought until one month after the delivery of a signed 
bill, and provides for the taxation of every such bill. 

These Statutes. were, passed. for the protection.of the client, 
and gave him, it was considered, a.right to have the judgment 
of the Mater npon eyery. item in the bill, and hence any agree- 
ment, as to the rate of charge, and still more for a gross sum, 
was held to be,.contrary,.to..the policy of the statutes, No 
agreement, therefore, can (as the law now stands) defeat the 
tight of the client to..bave, the. bill taxed—that is, to.have the 

ter’s judgment upon the various items. It does not, how- 
ever, therefore follow that. the Master may not take into his 
consideration any agreement made by the parties in estimating 
the propriéty, of thoge items; and it would seem that for some 
matters for which no sum ig fixed by the tables of fees, he may 
take such an agreement into his consideration. In Draz v. 
Scroope, 2 B. & Ad, 581, an agreement had heen made before 
the busin¢ss was.done, that the attornéy shoud be paid at a 
certain rate, which was above the usual rate, for journeys by 
him and his agent; and the Master having, after considering the 
matter, allowed the charges at this rate, it was held, on a 
motion to review, that. the taxation was proper, Lord Ten- 
terden, C.J., saying, “ No: agreement of this kind, even with 
reference to journeys, can be absolutely binding. The Master 
must still exercise his judgment as to the propriety of allowing 
the charges, ac to the circumstances laid before him; 
and if it had ap in this case that the Master had thought 
no discretionary power was left him, and that he was precluded 
by the agreement from entering into the consideration upon 
which the charges were made, there would have been ground 
for the present motion.’’ And Littledale, J., added, “As a 
general rule, I think effect ought not to be given to these agree- 
ments between attorney and client; but there may be cases 
in which, from the particular nature of the business to be done, 
such contracts may be allowable, subject, however, to be looked 
into by the Master.” 

A case sometimes occurs of a payment of a sum of money 
over and above the regular costs, and independently of any 
previous contract. This case would depend upon another 
—— altogether ;—such a payment is, in fact, a benefit ob- 
tained by the attorney from the client whilst the relationship 
of attorney and client exists, and would, I fancy, be bad on 
be ground of the supposed influence of the attorney over the 

ent. 

The first section of the Lord Chancellor’s proposed bill per- 
mits contracts to be entered into as to the amount to be paid 
for past services. Such a contract would, of course, in any other 
case be perfectly valid, as amounting only to a liquidation by 
agreement of an unliquidated demand; and the only objection 
to it which would be considered to exist in the case of attorne 
and client would seem to be of the same kind as that whic 
éxists to such a contract with reference to future services— 
viz., the policy of the statutes above spoken of. It does not 
seem at analogous to the case just mentioned of the pay- 
ment of a sum of money over and above the amount of the 
bill of costs.,Such‘a payment is in fact a free gift, made with- 
out any. consideration; and even if made in pursuance of a 
previous promise to make the attorney a present, as such pro- 
mise would, from its very nature, not-Be binding in any case, 
whether made to an attorney or any other person, the payment 
would still remain a free gift. Such was the nature of the 
transaction in the late case: of O’Brien v. Lewis, 11 W. R. 
$18; 32,L, J. Ch. 569. In that case the defendants had, in 
1862, retained a sum of £300 out. of money received by. them 
for the plaintiff over and above their regular costs, which they 
had also received. . The plaintiff having, in 1861, filed a bill to 
obtain payment. of this sum, the defendants alleged that, they 
had retained it in pursuance of an engagement by the plaintiff 
to make them.a present of that sum, and of a direction by him 
to them to retain,it; and they also alleged that the plaintiff 
himself had, in 1852, made out and signed an account in which 
he had allowed this sum, and that no claim had been made by 
him in respect of it till August,.1861, up to the beginning: of 
which year they had been, employed by him as. his attorneys. 
They were, however, notwithstanding, ordered. to repay 

1s sum; an Lord Chancellor {Lord - Westbury) 
observed: The general. principles of the Court have long 
been. established on, the .ground of. public utility. . Phe 
law, treats. the. relation: - between... solicitor ‘and - client 
ina peculiar.,manner,,;. It..has. laid. down certain rales 
and scales of charges..by which the services of a solici- 
tor are. te. be -remunerated, (and. it; imposes, upon. him 


an 
that relation exists, for any additional benefit beyond that 
legal remuneration. I particularly wish so to express that 


obligation . not, to. bargain. with» his. client, while, 





ciple, because at present I say nothing, as toe made 

y a client to his solicitor after everything.is and the 
relation of solicitor and client is determined,’ 1 will takethe 
defendants’ case from their own representation....T 
in their answer that a bill had been filed.against.the tiff 
containing many personal charges egainst him, and that:they 
were the solicitors employed by him to conduct, the. defence; 
that the plaintiff, the defendant in that suit, was undercon- 
siderable anxiety about it, and said he would give them £300 
beyond their regular costs if they, should,.suceeed for him. 
The solicitors ought to, have said, ‘We.oan accept; no: such 
thing; yet. they not. only accepted. the, promise, but having 
acted for the plaintiff in the suit,and succeeded.in. obtaining 
for him a sum of £800, they retained the. £300.40 promised 
out of that. sum, That i 
created no kind of legal. right. or obligation, and it was,the 
bounden duty of the solicitors not to. accept sucha promise.” 
For the reasons given above it is conceived thet auch. s;:trans- 
action would remain invalid, even under the first section o! 
the proposed bill. ; 

On the same ground, as_it would. seem,. of the supposed: in- 
fluence of the attorney over the client, he, cannot at present 
legally take any, security for future .costs, whether..by bond, 

ewman v, Payne, 4 Bro. P. C, 350; mortgage, Jones ¥. Trapp, 
Jac. $22; warrant of attorney, Jones.v. Hunter, .1 Dowls 462 ; 
bill of exchange or deposit of deeds, Ex parte Laing, 2 Mont. 
& Ayr. 381, though a payment. by, the client before taxation 
of costs that have been Incurred is. ;valid; so also is a —ey 
given by him for them: Holdsworth y. Wakeman, 1 > 
582; Williams v. Piggott, Jac, .598; Jeffreys v.eans, 
14 M. & W. 210, 213, This rule it is proposed to:abolish. 
The taking a security for future costs seems not atvall affected 
by the considerations relating to an agreement as tothe amount 
of those costs, whilst the. power to obtain such a secuity is 
not, I think, so easily liable to abuse as the;power to take 
gifts from a client; on the other hand, it may perhaps;in heavy 
cases, be useful to, the; client as well as to the atterney, by 
enabling him to secure. the. services of one. who is,inithehabit 
of looking for payment to his own client, and not to what may 
be obtained from the other side, itt DE 

It has been urged that such a security might to,some extent 
fetter the freedom of the. client,,and that. it might sometimes 
perhaps be made the means of compelling him, te continue. liti- 
gation against his will, or of putting a pressure upon him to 
compel. payment of a bill without taxation, I do not think, 
however, thst any of these objections would be found in — 
tice to have any. force whatever. ;And now, haying concluded 
my sketch of the present state of the law as applied to our re- 
muneration, I wish to refer to.some of the efforts which have 
been made from time to time to alter the law. 

‘As. long ago as the year 1840, a very .able pamplilet ‘was 
published by Mr. Edwin Field, ‘‘ On. the Offices; Practice, and 
System of Costs.” The Lord Chancellor, in moving the second 
mening of his proposed bill, made a. quotation. from this 
pamphlet; and it seems so clearly to. set forth :the.evils 
we desire to, see remedied, that. 1 am tempted to repeat 
the quotation here:— é 

“tt give all practitioners an interest informs and. prolixity, 
and so to tempt them to spin out in every way, instead of 
lessening, the clerk-work part of their business, manifestly,tends 
to damage the integrity of their minds. But besides this; it 
also interposes a difficulty in the way of every improvement. 
The interest in forms and words begets a love for,forma-and 
words, Whenever a. useless form is to be. diseasded,:or a 
simple practice introduced, you are met at once by. the.attach- 
ment, interested or bigoted, of almost the whole profession to 
that system whereby at present it gets ite breads’) 9. 

It appears from a paper subsequently printed by. the. Incor- 
porated Law Society (and containing a.statement,.and some 
correspondence and suggestions, a8 to the, remuneration of 
solicitors), that the late. Lord dale ,wrote to Mur,. Field 
referring to the views expressed in the pamphlet,.and eski 
for suggestions on the subject, Further communications took 
place, and subsequently Lord Langdale. (then Mastenof the 
Rolls.) wrote to some of the members of the-Conucil,of the In- 
corporated Law Society, asking for their assistavee@y i. 20 

A: special committee of. the manna body , of the Incor- 
porated Law Society was eppointed to.,.deal. with Lord Lang- 
ay wrt args pa and, after several meetings, @;detter: was 
add to Lord Langdale by the chairman, ofanehieom- 
mittee, in December, 1840... From this important letter, I will 
make the following extract :— yet 1 pamehgomle 

“ The system of taxation of costs uses length: of 
written documents as the principal, and, in many instances 
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the only measure of professional remuneration, making no dis- 
tinction whether a case has been’ difficult’ or “otherwise, 
whether much or little responsibility is incurred, much crédit 
given, and capital advanced, or none, and applying the same un- 
varying scale of allowance to trifling as to important matters. 

We are unanimously of opinion that the first step towards 

the introduction of any effectual improvement must be'the 
establishment of a taxing board, possessed of great discretionary 
powers, composed of men practically acquainted with the de- 
tails of a solicitor’s business, and being 80 selected as to ensure 
the confidence of the profession. 

“Tt appears to us that the appointment of such a board would 
be a very important improvement under any circumstances, but 
that the practical advantage of any and every change of this 
nature must so greatly depend on the arrangements of the offi- 
cers who shall be charged with erg bre them into effect, that 
in deliberating on a substitute for the present system, the ap- 
pointment of a taxing board, and the constitution of such a 
board, seems to us to be the first and main point for considera- 
tion. 

“Tt would be premature now to make any suggestions of de- 
tailed alterations on the present scale of taxation; but it appears 
tous that the best alteration that can be made will be to relax 
the present rigid rales; and in many of the charges to allow 
to the taxing master a discretion to apportion them according 
to the nature and importance of the business transacted, to the 
skill and labour bestowed upon it, and to the responsibility at- 
tached to it. It may beright for us to mention, that of the 
important ehanges which haye taken place in the taxation of 
common law costs, those which have been found to answer best 
are the substitution of discretionary allowances for items which 
were before fixed.” 

The letter was communicated by Lord Langdale to the then 
Lord Chaneellor. 

In December, 1841, Lord Langdale again addressed the In- 
corporated Law Society, 

Certain improvements in the practice of the Court of Chan- 
cery had been in contemplation, and Lord Langdale desired to 
pa the observations and suggestions of the society upon the 
subject, 

In the course’of his lordship’s letter, his lordship expressed 
himself as follows :— 

“ And if, in the consideration which may be given to the 
subject, it should appear that any important improvement in 
the practice and proceedings of the Court would injuriously 
affect the fair emoluments of professional men, I beg the favour 
of you to communicate to’ me any means which may be sug- 
gested for rendering the improved practice and proceedings 
consistent with the just remuneration of counsel and solicitors 
for services truly by them to their Clients.”’ 

Steps were taken to comply with his lordship’s letter, and 
the statement of the society, already referred to, explains at 
length the important legislative results which followed. 

I will not lengthen this paper by making further quotations 
from the printed ‘ statement” of the Incorporated Law Society 
which I have referred to. I trust the statement itself will be 
before the Leeds miceting. I desire to call attention to this, 

because it seems to me to contain some very important corre- 
spondence extending over several years, and we also find there 
some most able and exhaustive suggestions for improving the 
priuciple and the practice with regard to the remuneration of 
solicitors. 

Tt now, therefore, only remains for me, in conclusion, to 
refer once more to the Lord Chancellor’s bill; and as it will be 
fully considered at the approaching meeting, I shall content 
myself with simply calling attention to all that lias since, so 
far as Tam aware, been written on the sudject. 

The Times newspaper of the 22nd of June, 1864, contains 
«theispeech of:Lerd Westbury, of the day previous, on moving 
thesecond reading of ‘the bill. It will well repay a 
perusal, ‘The same paper also contains the speeches of several 
other of the law lords on the same subject. Some important 
observations upon the bill’ will. be found in the report of the 

Council to the general meeting of the members on the 8th of 

July/last. The Lord Chancellor's bill is also referred to and 

commented pon in the Law Times of the 25th of June and 

the 2nd'of July last. A very excellent and talented article on 
the sagme_subject will also be found in the Solicitors’ Journal 
of the 2nd-of July last, which I venture to recommend to the 
consideration ‘of all'the members of our profession who have 
HOt yet read it. 
So fur,as I have been able to form an opinion upon 


Fide ted haart qdhe wortcerrseerntn pe 
the subject of special agreement: between «the # and bis 
client. There would be,'as- it seems tome, many dificultias .. 
and disadvantages in regard to-any contract for Sosa wetics 
prosecution of an action ‘or suit,» But, at the:same‘time,I am. 
strongly of opinion that the taxing’ masters./ought to have. 
afar larger discretion than they now in lith ~ 
so that in ascertaining the remuneration: 6f the. solicitor; 2 r 
should be had to the skill, labour, and-responsibitity,,in 

in conducting litigation, and to what his.setvices fairly, de> 
served, R yisinoa adi 


















LAW STUDENTS’ J OURNAL. 


FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ARTICLED 
CLERKS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
To THE MEMBERS OF THE ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING 


Socizrry. 

Gentlemen,—The period having now arrived at which the 
annual meeting of your society is held, it becomes the duty of 
your committee to lay before you a report of the society’s 
proceedings since its formation. 

The society was founded in June last. It had Jong been 
felt that the existing debating societies in connection with 
the legal profession, though they. offered great advantages 
to their members, were numerically insufficient to méet the 
rapidly increasing desire of articled clerks for the attainment 
of legal knowledge by means of debate. 

In order, therefore, in some degree to meet the want thus 
created, and without any antagonistic feelings towards other 
societies, a preliminary meeting was convened on the 8th 
of June Jast, and it being then resolved that the Articled 
Clerks’ Debating Society should be formed, a committee was 
appointed to carry out that object. 

ft wus felt at the outset that the period of the year was 
unfavourable to the formation of the society, but it was 
thought more desirable to meet the difficulty and to carry 
on the business of the society during the long vacation than 
wait until the commencement of Michaelmas term,’ and the 
result has shown the wisdom of the step taken, ; 

Taking the above circumstances into consideration, the 
number of persons who have already joined the society may 
be considered highly satisfactory; while the number of appli- 
cations which the committee haye received from persons who 
have promised to join after the annnal meeting is such as to 
render the future success of the society inevitable. 

There have been nine debates, at which the average. attend- 
ance has been good. The subjects discussed have been of the 
most varied description, and your committee hope that they 
have been of an interesting and satisfactory character. They 
have related to— 

I,—The Abolition of Capital Punishment. 

I1.—The Duty of an Advocate to his Client. 

IlI,—England’s Liability to protect Denmark. 

IV.—The Bankruptcy Act in connection with ‘Infants. 

V.—The Unanimity of Juries. : , 

VI.—The Patent Laws. 

VIL—Separate Use. . 

VIII.—The Laws of Divorce. hey 
































* 







IX.—The Dower Trustees’ Estate. 
The rules which your committee drew up, and which were 
mone at your first meeting, have proved adequate and appli- 
cable in practice. os 
Although the first year of a socicty’s existence is generally 
remarkable for excessive expenditure, your committee have 
endeavoured to eeonomise as far asa proper régatd for’ the 
welfare of the society would admit, and the treasurer's finan- 
cial statement for the year shows that he has avery satisfactory 
balance in ‘his hands, L Out ie'S it 
Your committee gladly take this opportunity of ‘allading to 
the very kind patronage and’ support which the wera 
received from eminent members of the legal profession: ‘They 
desire moré particnlarly to acknowledge ‘the: sympathy: ‘and 
support wliich they have received from the ‘Lord «High Chan . 
cellor, and from those distinguished persons who have allowed 
their names to appear s'vVice-presidents of the ‘society; but 
they would also express their thanke to the Right: Hon. the 
Lord St.’ Leonards fora: letter full of friendly and valaable 
advice, ands sabstantial donation, and to the chait of the 
preliminary ‘meeting; Wm. 

















the.provisions of the bill, I should. feel disposed to limit the 
provisions of the new law to conveyancing business: I am 
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The expediency of adopting some jourral a the recopined 
ne notices<to the members of the 


ney wid 0 pub ‘ipubliv'‘has ‘been under the consideration of 
your owt dade am ren aa im 
advisability ‘of the:step; that they have entered. into arrange- 
ment Ae hich:the society will wivdition all its announcements 
throagt® the colamns of the Debater. 
Your committee are ‘convinced that nothing is wanting but 
anda determination to render. the advantages 
of the society as numerous as possible, in order to ensure 
permanent success; and they confidently look forward to the 
coming year as 9 Pid in which the society, from being more 
extensively known, will become more generally useful. 
By order of the-Committee, 
Wve E. Baxter, Hon. See. 
Whittington@lub; Arundel-street, Strand, 
19th Oct. 1864, 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


A company entitled the Public Chambers Company are 
about to erect in Chancery-lane and Cursitor-street a very 
extensive range of chambers. The company paid for the 
nine years’ leasehold interest of the four houses in Chancery- 
lane, at the corner of Cursitor-street, the large sum of £4,000. 








JuvENILE Crime IN ENGLAND AND WaLes.— The proportion 
of juvenile crime during the last year has shown a satisfactory 
decrease, when considered in relation to the increase of popu- 
lation and the statistics of adult criminality. In England 
and Wales the commitments of offenders under 16 yeurs of 
age were, in 1862, 8,349, and last year the number had only 
increased to 8,459, while in September the returns present 
an actual diminution ; there were in Scotland 1,120 commit- 
ments in 1862, while in. 1863 there were 1,075. On the 
whole of Great Britain there was an increase of less than one 
per cent., which is considerably below what the increase of 
the population would naturally produce. Thera were 3,677 
boys and 1,000 girls under detention in reformatories ’and 
industrial schools at the close of last year. Of this number 
227 buys and 36 girls were out on licence; 9 boys and 4 girls 
in prison; and 85 boys and 14 girls absconded and not yet 
recovered—leaving the number actually in schools 3,356 boys 
and 946 girls Ferpestivély, of which 618 boys and 263 girls were 
in Catholic Pi laliypyeg Of the whole number, 2,609 boys 
and 712 girls were under detention in England, and 724 boys 
and 257 girls in Scotland. The amount chargeable to the 
Treasury in 1863 was, for reformatories, £65,920 3s. 3d., and 
for industrial schools, £13,117 5s. 


Frencn Jupiciau Service 1n Cocuin Cuaina,—The 
Bulletin des Lois publishes an imperial decree for the organi- 
sation of the judicial service in the French possessions in Cochin 
China... There is to be at Sagon a superior tribunal, one of first 
instance, and another of commerce. The first-named will try 
criminal affairs like the courts of assize in France, and also 
civil, commercial, and correctional matters, on appeal. The 
native tribunals instituted by the Annamite code are main- 
tained; the law of the country is to decide all civil and com- 
mercial conventions and disputes between natives and Asiatics. 
Another decree regulates the assimilation and the salaries of 
magistrates and registrars of the tribunals of Cochin China, 
The of the Procureur. Imperial is fixed at 20,000 fr, ; that 
of ond of the superior tribunal at 15,000 fr.; that of first in- 
stance at 12,000fr.; and of substitates at’ 10,090 fr. The 
registrars are to have 5,000 fr. and 3,000fr. 


Emp.oryMent Orrficks FoR Lapies.—Mr. Tyrwhitt, the 
magistrate at the Marlborough-street Police Court, on the 17th 
inst. received the following letter ;:— 

roquitb@ Sowerraltenty Bed(ord-square. 

# SirI have noticed an exposure of the practices, of .a cer- 
tain place—96,' Regent-street-—ealled ‘ Emplo = Rata Offices,’ 
and request publicity to be given. to the fale wing facts, which 
in tiny: professional. capacity have come my notice:— 

+ A widow: (residing ;near , Torzington-square). of a profes- 
sional gentleman lately deceased desired. to. place ber Ganghjers 
outins ‘goverhesses. | Seeing an adyertisement,.she applied to 
these-officess and under. the most, alluring: promises of a aoe 


> situation oe speedily obtained—in fact, a vacancy was stated 


ta be: ) from the numerous applications, a premium 
was sonutiid for the stipes and which the wisow, paid for, 
only to learn that the so-called vacancy was a fiction, and the 





address given could not be found in one instance, wi in an- 
other the family was away on the Continent, and had been for 
some three months; so that this poor lady has been defrauded 
in the most heartless manner of. three guineas, her hopes ex- 
cited by promises being held out of which there was not even 
the slightest prospect of realisation, and when she. goes ta. com- 
ain, meets with the same cool audacious insolence as, 1 .am 
informed, the-officer from your court received, on sent 
by you to remonstrate with the parties connected with the 
hag b goin 5 for the spc of those who mets Mae our 
elp and command our sym , Something can 7 to 
put others on their sh and way a best way to do this is b 
exposure in the p iio} ress. I attach my name to 
letter, and will Fy: responsible for its publication, The letters, 
recei| pts, and. papers, sss. 1-7 :pecerionrae Oe facts I can 
aaa for. They are not res « pce convey but. 
idea of the misery such. heartless scoundrels create.—Your 
obedient servant, “ Jonn P. Sancent, M.R.C.S. 

“R, P. Tyrwhitt, Esq.’” 

IntiMiIpATIon BY WoRKMEN.—~ Six men were examined be- 
fore the police magistrates at West Bromwich, last week, on 
charges arising out of the strike in South Staffordshire. Four 
of them were committed to prison: for: six months,:and) two 
were discharged, directions being given to take out summonses 
against these for common assaults. Notice of appeal was given 
in the first case. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
INNES—On Oct, 10, at Norfolk-street, Strand, the wife of. George Rose 


Innes, Esq., of a son, 
TRISTRAM—On 0+. 19, at the Collegeof Advocates, Doctors-commons, 
the wife of T. H, Tristram, Esq., D.C.L., Advocate, of a som: 
MARRIAGES. 
BRADY—BRADY—On Oct.'11, at St, Petet’s Church, Dablin, the Rev. 
John W ta Charlotte: Louisa 


n p Brady, Aghadoe, Killarney, 
Brady, second daughter of the Right, Hon, the High Chancellor 


of Ireland. 
BLYTH—MAY=-On Oct. 10, at St. Mary's, Paddingtin, Alfred Blyth, 
Esq., eldest son of Alfred Blyth, Esq, of Westbourne- terrace, Hyde- 
park, to Marion, daughter of Bowen May, Esq.; Solicitor, of Russell- 


CARTER—SMYTH— On Oct. 5, at Barrow Gou Church, ‘near Bristol, 

the Rev. Leslie M. Carter, curate of St. John Baptist's, 
she mr Harriet, Leg or daughter of the late John Sayths ew 
Barrister-at-Law, county Dublin. 

MAUNTON—SMIT H—On Oct, 13, at St. Andrew's, eonpry Bom 
eldest son of Robert Maunton, Esq., Rotherfield, Sussex, to 
eldest surviving daughter of the late: J oseph Smith, Solicitor, of Carl- 
ton-on-Trent, Notts. 

ROGERS—FAWSSETT—On Oct. 15, at St, ery, Fry vod ‘8, molt +, ensington, 
George A. ger of ih ,of The Grove, Ealing, dnd Doetors’-commons, 
to Rose, daughter of the late Camillus les Esq., of Edwardes- 
square, Kensington 

* DEATHS. 

BOLTON—On Oct. 14, at Victoria-street, Maria, the wife of i ran Heeey 

eee, Esq., Solicitor, of 1, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, and Leo-park, 


Ken 
CANW ELL—On Oct. 16, William Canwell, ag 4 x. Blomfleld-terraee, 
Bayswater, and Old Jewry-chambers, London, in 


his 33rd year. 

HARRISON—On Oct. 2, 48, John , Esq.. late of the fitm of 
Harrison & Lewis, Old lewry. 

HOGG—On Oct. 15, at Norton House, Sa ERT Anne Louisa 
Sarah, the wife of John Hoan; Kea» J.P., M.A., F.R.S., and. Barrister- 
at-Law, of the Inner Templ 

PAWLE- On Oct. 18, at Brghton, in the 18th year of her age, Blanche, 
—— of J. ©. Pawle, Esq., Solicitor; of New-inttjand Woburn- 


TANSWELL—On Oct. 18, at his residence, Temple ureaee 
Surrey, John Tanswell, Esq., of the Inner Temple, aged 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANE oF mea. 


The amount of Stock heretofore sanding in the on pat be 

angered. to the Borties chateatng {Re 69+. SPIE HF 

within Three Months:— 

Baaprorp, Grorce Lae agg fe epee sisear Eart op, 
Vruex, Gantby, Lincoln, 
(commonly called Lord 
the Hononrable Jamzs 
£1,697 6s. 2d. Consolidated 2 
pt Bradford, Robert Vyner, William bane teen andaanee 

Hawtttox, Rowzaxn, Princes-street, Hanover-square, Esq,, Gronce 
Tromas Exuison, Upper Se eee uare, Esq., and 
Henry Witttam Bares, Brighton, fd. Consolidated £3 

r Cent Annuities—Cilai by, said Mt wovlend Hamilton and George 
jomas Ellison, the survivors. 

How, Joun Giucxsurcu, Tiverton yb Rs a be the Rey. Jons 
Browne, Bandon, Cork, deceased. 2 133.104. aroiags 
Annuities—Claimed by said John. G. sow “qe Jehn Browne. 


Wainwaicurt, Joux, Cheam, Surrey, Esq., end Ta 
dated £3 per Cent, br aah Wali dividend on 


oooaor, ow, Ryde, 
Jomm: iy ce 
. er tr cece Gh rs Gos: 


ty hoe ne Joun, R: 
chonaianta ten 
te by said John Woodrow 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvgspay, Oct. 18, 1864, 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY, 
Leeds Banking Company.—By an order made by V.C, Kindersley, dated 
a 13, it was ordered that the said Leeds Banking Co: be wound 
& Newman, Bank-buildings, London, Solicitors for the 
Douitioners. 
Leeds 


Banking Qapeer oF 0: Kindersley has, by an order dated Oct 
13, appointed William Turquand, Tokenhouse-yard, London, ac- 
countant, to He provisional liquidator. 
Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fray, Oct. 14, 1864. 
The Help in Need Lodge, Black Horse Tavern, Steeple Claydon, Buck- 
ingham. Oct i0. 


Grevitors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Famar, Oct. 14, 1864. 
Bastick, Thos, Holywell-row, Shoreditch, Gent. 
Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq. 
Espin, John, Regent-st, Gent. 
Hawkins, Mrs Eli 
F 


Nov 10. Roscoe & 
Jan ll. Ivimey, Staple-inn. 
Chesham, Buckingham, Widow. 


rancis, Chesham, Bucks. 

Kay, Thos, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Shipowner and Broker. Nov 8. 
Liason, Bishop Wearmouth. 

Kerry, Geo, Bishopsgate-st Without, Silk Mercer. Dee 3!. 
Gt Carter-lane, Doctors’. commons. 

Ladkin, Fras, Lutterworth, Leicester, Farmer and Horse Dealer. Dec 31, 
Fox, Lutterworth. 

Lousada, Rebecca, Sussex-p!, Regent’s-pk, Widow. Nov 1, Hooke & Co, 
Lincaln’s-inn-fields. 

Robertson, Ann Phillips, Eglinton-villas, St John’s Wood, Widow. 
31. Chapple, Gt Carter-lane. 


Shephard, Jas, Stamford-rd, De Beauvoir Town, Gent. 
Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury. 


Chapple, 


Dec 
Dec 1. 


| 
Smith, Thos, Wickham Bishops, Essex, Farmer. Nov 30. Crick, Malden, | 


Essex, 

Stevens, Jas, Clewer, Berks, Licensed Victualler and Farrier. 
Millns, Windsor. 

‘Trevenen, Rev Thos John, St Ewe Rectory, Cornwall. 
St Austell, Cornwall. 

Wood, Anta Maria, Winchcomb, Gloucester, Spinster, Jan 31. 
Wincheomb, rehire. 


Dec 31, 


Wood, 


TuEspAY, Oct. 18, 1864, 
Aitchison, Camilla Windus, Berkeley-gardens, Kensington, Widow. Dec 
12, Bockett & Co, Lincoln's-inn-fields. 
Allan, Charlotte, Caleutta. Nov 15. Roberts & Simpson, Moorgate-st. 
Bird, Geo, Tollerton, Yok, Surgeon. Nov 5, Seymours & Blyth, York. 
Broadbridge, Thee, _Chureh-st, Stoke Newington, Painter. 


Co, L 
— John, Tamworth, Stafford, Plumber, 





suapiten, Stapylton, Myton Hall, York, Esq. Dec 1. Munby & Son, 


Ward, Hy ek St James’s-pl, Middx, Esq. Dec 31. 


Pemberton & 
Co, Whi 


Riana: under states in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Oct. 14, 1864. 


v Thomas, V. C. Stuart 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 186). 
Fripay, Oct, 14, 1864. 
Arvaline John D’ ergy York-st, Covent Garden, out of business. Oct 
li, Comp. Reg Oct 13. 
Bailey, “ Hy, deed Coal Merchant, Sept 20. Cony. Reg Oct 13. 
Benden, Bristol, Glass and China Dealer and Potato Merchant. Oct 
8. Rare ” Reg Oct 14. ? 
Best, Edwd, West Hartlepool, Grocer. Sept 26, Conv. Reg Oct 13. 
Boutet, Chas, Bloomsbury-sq, Engineer. Oct 4. Arr. Reg Oct 14. 
Coot, cy Bristol, Mantle Maker and Milliner, Sept 19. Conv, 
Reg Oct 14. 


Court, Matthew, Leeds, Currier. Sept 23. Asst. 
Croner, Sam), Hackney-rd, Leather Seller. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 13. 
Oe rate , John, Sheffield, Brick and Tile Manufacturer. Sept 16. Asst. 


Reg 
Griffiths, Arabella, Ry: rama Kilburn, Widow, Draper. 


Reg 


Sept 26, 


Game WWittinnn ae harles, 

ley, W - Liverpool, Printer and Stationer. Sept 17. 

Conv. Reg Oct eee ' 

ae! Coote, Bradford, Flour Dealer. Cony. Sept 29. Reg 

Hirst, Thomas, and John Lee 2 Wolke, Sheepridge, nr Huddersfield, Wool- 
len Manufacturers. Conv, Reg Oct'13 

Keel, Png Buckland ereen Dorset, Sacae Sept 19. Cony. 


et ne Hee ge nr Manchester, Farmer and Butcher. Sept 


Com: 
Lara, Benj Dee) Waliese Pea te “a Temple, Clerical and Medical . 
5. Asst. Oct 14. f P 3 ae, (ae 


ae Jas, Maiden Newton, Dorset, Baker. Oct 3. Conv. 
Mann, Arthur, Ealing, Gent. Oct8. Cony. Reg Oet 13. 
ser Soke Si Tian can: 9 
a r, r-st, ion, Merchant, Sept 30. In: 
torthip. Reg Oct } mete 
McCormick, Wm, Detainee, Westminster, M.P. Sept 30. Asst. Reg 


éllor, Moses, Nottingham, Framesmith. Sept 16. Conv. Reg Oct 13. 


Reg 





Dec 26. | 
| Churehill, Joseph, Sun-et, Cornhill, Commission Agent. 
} Cock, Wm, James-st, Oxford-st, Butcher. 


Reeve, | 


Nov 25. Carlyon, | 


| Lawrence, Walter Jas, Seaainbeti Carver and Gilder. 


| Leonard, Wm, Edgware-rd, Kilburn, Timber Merchant. 


Dec 15. | Linfuot, Jas, Monkwell- -st, Wood-st, Umbrella Manufacturer. Oct 7. 


Nov 12. Argyle, Tam- | 


| Walters, Wm, Abingdon, Carpenter. 
Gilpin, Wm Edwd, versa: pl, Southwark, Oil Merchant. Nov 16. Foord | 





aoe mes, Farmer. Sept 16, Cony, Reg Oct 14, 
ne, Caroline, Worthing, Sassas’ sae lations 15. Conv. 


Ik 
Pree Geo, Sheffield, Boot and Shoe Dealer. a 28. Coriv. ig Cats ‘ 
Quelch, ees Ebdbes, Oxford, Tanner and Currier. Sept 15, ote, 
Oct 1 bite Ay seas 
Randall, Thos Wm, Cornwall-st, Moor-pk-rd, Coal Merchant. Oct.10, 
Comp. Reg Oct 13. 
Robinson, Thos eee Calverley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Sept 20. 
Conv. Reg Oct! 
Thompson, Wm Fredck, Nottingham, Printer. Sept 21. Conv. Reg Oct ty 
Tomalin, Chas, King: st, Kingsland-rd, Smith and Bell Hanger, Sept 16, 
Comp. Reg Oct 12. 
vee. Hy, Wallington, Oxford, Nurseryman. Sept 30. ‘Asst. Reg 


Tugspar, Oct. 18, 1864. 


Ambridge, Eliza, St John-st, Reg Widow, Corn Merchant. Sept 
23. Surrender. Reg Oct I 

Arnold, Hy, Leeds, Rae Oct 10. Conv, Reg Oct 17 

Barclay, David, Richardson-st, Bermondsey, Tanner. Sept “19. Comp. 
Reg Oct 17. 

Bennet, Wm Ford, jun, Rohesary § Remeron Registered Medical Practi- 


tioner. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 

— Robt Scott, Hounslow, Sida, Tailor, Sept 20. Comp. Reg 
14, 
Sept 28, 


Borrill, Joshua Robt, Wednesbury, Stafford, Draper. Conv. 
Reg Oct 14. 
Brown, y rhe Lapworth, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker and Beer 
Retailer. Sept 19. Comp. Reg Oct 14. 
Oct 6. Asst. 


Reg Oct 13. 

Oct 14, 

Deal, Jack Benson, Manch, Plumber. Oct 10. Comp. Reg Oct 17. 
Dyson, John, Slaithwaite, Huddersfield, Innkeeper. Sept 17, Conv. Reg 


‘Oct 15. 
Edgcumbe, Edwin, Dartford, Kent, Jeweller. Oct 11. Comp. Reg 
Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
Gandell, Edwd, jun, Paradise-st, Lambeth, Yeast Contractor. Sept 23, 
Comp. Reg Oct 15. 
Hoblyn, John Tom, St Columb Major, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 4. Conv. Reg Oct 17. 
Home, Geo Young, & Whitfield Glanville Baa Bristol, British Wine 
Manufacturers. Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 1 
Oct 6. Conv. 


Hooman, Geo Jas, Twickenham, Soecenuins Clerk. 
Reg Oct 18 


Oct 17. 
Forter, Mark, Union-ct, Old Broad-st, Merchant. 
t 18 


| Hopkins, Robt Widdowson, ro an Faun, Nottingham, Hosiers.' Sept 


24. Inspectorship. Reg Oc 


| Jeffreys, Fanny, = arden, iotborn, Gold and Silver Refiner. Oct 


15. Comp. Reg Oc naan 


Oct 6, Comp. 


Reg Oct 17, 
Reg Oct 15. 


Cony. Reg Oct 1 
Loibe, Emil, & Chas | Sonnhammer, Tichborne-st, Haymarket, Prcariente 
of the London Pavilion Music Hall. Oct 10. Arr. Reg Oct 1 
Phillips, John, Hinstock, Salop, Farmer. “Oct 1. ‘Conv. hog Oct 18 
Proeter, John Hall, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Grocer. Oct 2. Cony. 
Reg Oct 15. / 
Shaw, Wni, Sadlergate, Derby, Cordwainer. Sept 29. Asst. Reg Oct 15, 
Sills, Joseph, Leicester, Builder and Timber Merchant. “Oct 10. Conv. 


Reg Oct 17. 
Taylor, Edwd, Chorley, Lancaster, Butcher. Oct8. Cony. po gta 
& 7. 
Sept 15, Asst. 


Sept 26. Cony. 
Whitehead, ae Armley, Leeds, Joiner and Builder. 

Oct 7,. Asst. Reg 
Woodward, Geo, & Edwd Podmore, Philpot-lane, Sugar Dealers. Sept 21, 


Reg Oct 1 
Lh ~ <3 wie Geo, Beech-st, Barbican, Milliner. 
Oct 
Inspectorship. Reg Oct 17. 
Bankruyts. 


Friway, Oct 14, 1864, 
To Surrender in London. 
Allan, John Marr, and Thos Waller, Lillypot-lane, Warchousemen, 
Oct 11. Nov2atli. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Barrett, Wm, Sevenoaks, Chatham, Coal Merchant. Pet Oct 10. Nov 2 
at ll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Bird, Geo, Church-st, Stoke Newington, Milliner. Pet Oct tl. Novl 
atl. Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 
Brillman, Reuben, Leadenhall-st, Watch Ménatacaren: » Pet Oct 8.. Oct 
3l at il. Fuller, Hatton~ 
Pet Oct 11, Oct 


Pet 
garden. 
Clement, Fredk, Brandon-ter, Brixton, out of business, 
25 at I. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
Codman, Robt, jun, Fakenham, Norfolk, Furniture Broker. - Pet Oct 10, 
Oct 25 at 1. Doyle, Verulam -bidgs, Gray’ s-inn, for Drake, East Dere- 
Dean, Saml Cole, Union-st, em Assistant to a Wholesale Boot 
Manufacturer. Pet Oct 10. Noy 1 at 12. Clapham, Liverpcol-st, 
Devis, Hy Jas, —a Essex, Mercantile Clerk, 
Oct 25at 4. Wood & hall- 
Pet Oct 10. 
Nov I at lz. . Wright, Chancery-lan : 
Gordon, Theodore, Duke-st, Piezadilly, formerly an Officer in HM. s 
Army Coram-st. 
Hains, Joshua, Thornton-st, Horsieydown, Butcher. bet Oct:10,. Oct 25 
atl. Binns, Trinity-sq, Borough. 
Surrey Administrative Battalion Rifle Volunteers. Pet Oct 10, Nov 
latl. Fallows, Regent-st. 
Manufacturer. Pet Oct 10. Oct 25 at 1. Barnard, Yorker, Lambathe 
?— ‘Thomas, pty Soh in service pvrehostnss Bg as. 


ham, Norfolk 
Bishopsgate -st. 
ne Pet Oct 10, 
Gilmore, John Alex, Trinit ty-st, Ldingian, Attorney’s Clerk, 
+ PetOct il. Noviati, King, Gt 
Harrison, Hy Edw, Richmond, Surrey, late Captain and Adjutant Second 
Hawgood, John, Chatham-place, Walworth New Town, Ginger 
Gilbert-st, Grosvenor. 
Pet Oct 12; Nov 2 at 11. 
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Jeffries, Tooth Jasies, James, Hystarcet, Srahiwick-0q, Dentist. Pet Oct 19. 


Nov 2 at 

Jenkinson, dite, le Ay mpi ym peeer, Pet Oct 12. Oct 25 at 1. 

i e 

Jickling, James, . ct aaa business. Pet Oct 13... Noy 2 at 1. 
Hilliary, Fenchure' 

Martin, berwell, Park, Comber wall, Ponlterer. Pet 
Oct 10.’ Noy 1 at , Charlwood-st, Pim 

Mendell, Julius, S af ae mc Merchant. Pet 


-ct, Basinghall-s 
Sole & Co, aahonsbnaen i 
any gy Deptford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 10. 
ai 


“st, 
Pickering, Dan John, fayton-place, Kennington-rd, late a Cab Proprie- 
Pet Oct 10. Nov at12, Chidley, Old Je 
J High-st, Shadwell, Oil and 


Oct 1 Nov. 2 ath. 
Pearcey, James, Grove-st, 


lourman. Pet Oct 


8. Oct 25at 1. Moss, Moorgate-st. 

Ryan, James, Russell-st, Bermondsey, Licensed oe mg Pet Oct 11. 
Noviatl. Olive, Portsmouth shane Ont 's-inn-fields. 

Smith, Charles John, High-st, ioeia Keeper, Pet Oct 
12. Nov2atil. Hill, Bi hall- st. 

Strange, 4 Richard Wood, Alexandra-pk, Wood-gn, Refresh- 
ment Room Ki Pet Oct 4. Nov 2atl2. Angell, Guildhall. -yd. 


eepers. 
Symonds, Robert John, Southtown, Suffolk, i, Bon Builder. Pet Oct 7. 
Nov 2 at 12. Storey, Bey 38 decd Bedford- 


Wardell, Joseph roach-rd, Victoria. pk, Butcher. Pet Oct 
12. Nov 2 at ll, Hil, Besughaliee 

Watson, Thomas, » Accountant. Pet Oct 10. Oct 25 at 1. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Williams, Richard, ’ Prison, London. Pet Oct 10. 


&@ Prisoner, Debtors 
Nov | at ly. Breden, Copthall- chambers, Copthall- bidgs 
Wilscn, James, Russia-ct, Russia-row, Commission Agent and Merchant. 
Pet Oct 8. Nov2atl. Heather and Son, Paternoster-row. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bailey, Wm, Wakefield, Printing Ink Maker. Pet Oct 10. Wakefield, 
Oct 29 at 11. Gill, Wakefield, 

Bennett, Wm, Widnes Dock, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Oct 7. St 
Helen’s, Oct’ 25 at ll, Beasley, St Helen’ s. 

Bolsover, Chas, Rusholme, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 10. Manch, 
Oct 25 at 9.30. Farington, Manch. 

Brittain, Esther Harris, ley, Birm, Manager to a Pawnbroker. 
Pet Oct 7. Birm, Nov 7 at 10. Parry tBirm. 

Chancellor, Wm, Innkeeper, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Oct 11. 
Bristol, Oct 28 at 11. 

Cole, Geo, ae eg Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 11. Lpool, Oct 26 at 3, 


Henry, Lpoo! 
Cook, Thos, 7% a A Blackburn, Cotton Manufacturers. Pet Sept 29. 
Manch, Oct 27 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 


Cooper, John, Hanley, Stafford, Beerseiler. Pet Oct 11, Hanley, Oct 29 


at 11. _Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Conpen nets Po sterfield, Saddler, Pet Oct 7. Chesterfield, Nov 1 at 
ll tts, 

Darley, Edwin, pelimaton, York, out of business. Pet Oct 7. Goole, Oct 
27at1. Harle, Leeds. 

Davis, Wm, Cardiff, Shoemaker. Pet Oct 12 (for pau). Cardiff, Oct 28 
at ll. Langley, Cardiff. 

Dickinson, Abraham, Eanam, Blackburn, Journeyman =e Miwrighs. Pet 


Oct 8. Blackburn, Oct 27 at 10, Buckhouse, Blackbu 

Duckworth, Joseph, Adlington, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. Pet Oct 10. 
Ch Qct 27 at 10, - Morris, Chorley, 

Earle, Jo! in Nathaniel, Redruth, Cornwall, Stationer. Pet Oct 10. Exe- 
ter, Oct 25at 1. , Redruth, and Pitts, Exeter. 

Foulkes, Robt, Conway, Labourer. Pet Sept 30. Conway Oct 17 at 12. 
Jones, Conway. 


Garforth, Joseph, Northowram, Halifax, Grocer. Pet Oct 11. Halifax, 
Oct 28 at 10. Hill, Halifax. 
Griffin, Richd, Stourport, Worcester, Gardener. Pet Oct 10. Birm, Oct 


24 at 12. Taylor, Birm. 
Hatton, Geo Thos, Ticknall, Derby, Publican. Pet Oct 12. Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch, Oct 26 at 11. Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Howe, Wm Bryan, Rainham, Kent, Tea Dealer. Pet Oct 5. 
bourne, Oct 26 at 11. Hayward, Rochester. 
iam. = Prisoner for Debt, Haverfordwest. Adj Oct 10. 
28 a 


Kilpin. pk Geo, ——— Watchmaker. Pet Oct 8. Portsmouth, Oct 
24atil. Paffard, 
Kirby, Jas, Prisoner Pe Debt, Manch. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). 
25 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Lambert, Hy, Northampton, Shoemaker. =» Oct 10. Northampton, 


Sitting- 
Bristol, Oct 


Manch, Oct 


Oct 29 at 10. . Sheild & White, Northampt 

Maguire, Jas, Salford, Jenrosrsnen Calico Printer. Pet Oct 11. Salford, 
Oct 29 at 9.30. Bent, Mane’ 

Moore, Jas, Kingsdown, Wilts, Miller, Pet Oct 12. Bristol, Oct 28 at 11. 
Townsend & Ormond, Swindon, and Henderson, Bristol. 

* Murray, Wm, Manch, Dealer in Horses: Pet Oct 12. Manch, Nov 4 at 

11, Simpson, é 

Nash, Thos, Shambles, Worcester, Dealer.in Pigs. Pet Oct 11. Worces- 
ter, Oct 25at 11. Corles, Worcester. 


Parton, John, ore Stafford, Carter. Pet Oct 8. Hanley, Oct 29 at 11. 
Tennant, Hi 


. Old Shildon, Durham, nh me Pet Oct 8. Bishop 
Auckland, Oct-27 at 10. Proud, Bishop Auck' 
Peel, Win, and Geo Thos Cobbett, Vaeumemntan, pee Pet Oct 4. 
Thurstans, Wolverhampton, and Underhill, Birm. 
Licensed Victualler, Pet Oct 12. 


Ridgway, John Warhurst, Staleybridge, Chester, Corn Dealer. Pet Oct 

th. ; Oct 26 at iM. Peacock, 

Scott, Joseph, Seagrave, Leicester, Tailor, Pet Oct 10. Loughborough, 
Oct 26 abil. Deane, Loughborough. 

Seddon, Isaac Brooke, Salesman, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Pet Cet.7 


(for pau), Munch, Oct 26 at 9.30, Gardner, Manch. 
hior, Chas, Doneaster, Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct H. Doneaster, Oct 29 
atiz. Shirley, Doncaster. 
Thos, Yarm, York, Farmer. Pet Oct 5, Leeds, Oct 24 at J1. 
‘aiker, York, and Bond & 


» Leeds, 
, Lancaster; out of business, Pet Oct 10. Leigh, 
Oct my ie mem Te 





Stafford, Thos, Gateshead, Contractor.” Pef Oct 11. Gateshead, Ost 25 
atil. Dickinson, Newcastle-upon a in, 

Stevenson, Wm, Leicester, Builder. Oct Il. Birm, Oct 25.at 11. 
Chamberlain, Leicester. 

Sweet, Wm, Fowey, Cornwall, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 10. St Austell, Oct 
28at3. Sobey, poe 

Symmons, ‘armer, Prisoner for Debt, Haverfordwest. Adj Oct 
10. Bristol, Oct is atil. 

Sym mons, Jas, P47 Prisoner for Debt, Haverfordwest. Adj Oct 10. 
"Bristol, Oct 28 at 1 

bis) 5 .~ iy, Leeds, Woolen Merchant. Pet Oct 3. Leeds, Oct 27 at 

im 


Tolson, Elijah, Soe Woodside, York, Mungo Dealer, Pet Oct 1; 
Leeds, Oct 27 at 11. Pullan, Leeds. 
Pet Oct 8. Bath, Oct 26 at 11. 


Tozer, Hy, Twerton, Somerset, Baker. 
Wilson, Bath. 

Walton, Richd, Lowestoft, Hosier. Pet. Oct 8. Lowestoft, Oct 26 at 12, 
Chamberlain & Archer, Lowestoft. 

West, Sam!, Loughborough, Leicester, Victualler, Pet Oct 11. Lough- 
borough, ‘Oct 26 at 10. Giles, Loug’ 

Woodcock, Hy, & John Pearson, Leicester, Plumbers. Pet Oct 11. Birm, 
Oct 25 at ll. Chamberlain, Leicester, 

Wyatt, Thos, Colaton Raleigh, Devon, Farmer. Pét Oct ll. Exeter, Oct 
25.atl. Clarke, Exeter. ; 


TuespayY, Oct. 38, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 


Atwood, Hy, and Alf Atwood, Gloncester-rd, Old Brompton, Market Gar~ 
deners. Pet Oct 15. Oct 3] at 2, Merriman and Brewin, Austin- 


friars. 

Bartlett, Thomas Todman, Woolwich, Butcher. Pet Oct 13. Nov 2 ab 
12, Waring, Poultry. 

Beasley, Benj, St Jémnet- -st, Piccadilly, Gun and Sword Manufacturer. 
Pet Oct 15. Oct 3i atl. Robinson & Co, Charterhouse-sq. 
Joxam, Geo Fredk, Waterloo-pl, Pall-Mall, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 13. 
Nov 2 at 12. Holmes, Poultry. 

Briliman, Reuben, Leadenhall-st, Watch Manufactarer. Pet Oct 8. Oct 
3latil. Fuller, Hatton-garden. 

Carr, Wm Walter, Earl-st, Edgware-rd, Cheesemonger. Pet Oct 13, 
Nov 2at!, Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Chittenden, George Gower, Tunbridge, Kent, Plasterer. Pet Oct 15. Oct 
$1 at 12. Peverley, Coleman-st, City. 

—— Chas Joseph, Crisp-st, breiep-by-Sox; Cheesemonger. Pet 

Oct 14, Nov2at2. Smith, Wilmington- 8q. 

Ellis, Moses, a Prisoner, Debtors’ Prison, London, General Dealer. Pet 

Oct 13. Nov 2at12. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 


Emerton, Louisa Mary, Widow, and Francis Emerton, Arthur-st, Bromp- 
ton, Dairymen. Pet Oct 14. Nov 2 at 2. Dubois, Chutch-passage, 


Gresham-st. 

Forsdike, Jas, High-st, Shoreditch, Tobacco Mannfacturer. Pet Oct 6, 
Oct 31 at 2. Kiss & Son, Fen-ct, Fenchurch-st. 

Fuller, Thos, Winchester-bidgs, Gt Winchester-st, Mining Agent and Share 
Broker. Pet Oct 14. Nov 2 atl. a Pinner’s-hail, City. 

Goldstine, Robins, West-st, Golden-sq, Piece Broker. Pet Oct 15, Oct 
31 atl. Lewis, Great Marlborough. st, Regent-st. 

Gooch, John, Westbourne- -pk-rd, Paddington, Baker, Pet Oct 15, Oct 
31 at 12. George, Jermyn-st, St James's. 

Grain, John Peter, Conduit-st, Bond-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 14. 
Nov 2at2. Lewis & Co, Ely-pl, Holborn, 

Hoadley, Fredk, Farnborough, Kent, Corn Dealer. Pet Oct 15. Oct 31 
at 12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Hodgman, Jas, Rochester, Kent, Master Mariner. Tet Oct 15. Oct 31 at 
12, Prall & } prea Senge! lane. 

Huxtable, Geo. Dock-st, East Smithfield, Tailor. Pet ‘Oct 13. Nov 2 at 

12, Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 


Keene, Richd Wynn, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Artist. Pet Oct 14. Noy 
2at2. Horsley, Staples-inn, Holborn 
Peede, Arthur, King-st, Holborn, Vendor of Medicine, Pet Oct 14, Oct 


3! at }. Marshal, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Pettigrew, Fredk Webb, paver te enlicn fememe- PetOctis, Oct at 


atl. Lewis & Lewis, a a 

Rennell, Eliz, Sussex-rd, Upper  Hatovéy, Widow and Lodging-house, 
Keeper. Pet Oct-14. Nov 2at 2. Brutton, Guildhall-chambers, Ba- 
singhall st. 


Rogers, Alfred, Crouch End, Hornsey, Cowkeeper. Pet Oct 4. Nov 2 
at2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely- pl, Holborn. 

Sreneeet Joseph, Clement’ s-lane, Lombard-st, Architect. Pet Oct 15. 

tat 2. Webb, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tenet, Wm, New Compton-st, Soho, Undertaker. Pet Oct 14. Nov? 
atl. Apps, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Thelwall, Weymouth Birkbeck, Windsor, Clerk in H.M. om Service. 
Pet Oct 13, Nov 2 atl. Le Blane & Torr, New 

Wilson, Wm, Croydon-common, Surrey, Bricklayer, Pet Oek Ma Oct Pi 
atl. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Archer, Wm, Louth, Lincoln, Tuner and Dealer in Musical Instruments, 
Pet Oct 12. Leeds, Nov 2 at 12, Brown & 

Ashworth, Robt, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster, Builder. Pet Oct 13. Manch, 
Nov 4 at 12. Ccbbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Bamber, Robt, Bolton, Overlooker of Power Looms, Pet Oct 13. Bolten, 
Nov 2atl0. Edge, Bolton. 

Baxendell, Soangs des Manch, Corn Merchant. Pet Oct 15. Manch, Oct 28 at 
11. ‘ Boote, 

Beedle, John Weatherhead, Holbeck, Leeds, Currier, Pet Oct 14. Leeds, 
Nov 2at 12. Simpson, Leeds. 

Birdsall, Jas, Leeds,. Tanner and Provision Dealer, Pet Oct 15. Leeds, 
Oct 31 atil. Clarke, Leeds. 

Bridgman, Wm Hy, Salop, Farmer and Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 4. 
Birm, Oct 28 et }1. Barlow & Smith, Birm, 

Brokenshaw, Geo Beer, it ad Cornwall, Shipwright. Pet Oct 30, 
Austell, Oct 28 at 3. Sobey, Fowey. 

Bullen, Sami, jun, Hereford, Tailor. Pet Oct. 14, Birm, Mov 7 at 12. 
Piper, Ledbury, ang Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Clapp, Adolphus Fredk, Abergele, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler, Pet 
Oct 15. Asaph, Noy 4 at #1, 

Clark, John, West Ferry, Lincoin, Auctioneer. diet med /~ Gaing- 
borough, Oct 28 at 11. Biadon, Gainsborough. 
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Cunliffe, Jas, Goole, York, Shipowner. Pet Oct 10. Leeds, Noy 1 at ll. 
England, Howden, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Davis, Wm, Cardiff, Shoemaker. Adj Oct 12. Cardiff, Oct 28 at I}. 

Deeley, Wm, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Plumber and Ginger -beer 
Manufacturer. Pet Oct 15. Leighton Buzzard, Nov 2 at 10, Shep- 
herd. Luton. 

Doul, Robt, Narrow sy Pe a” Master Lumper. Pet Oct 15. Bristol, 
Nov 4at12. Pigeon, B 

Gordon, Betty, Burnley, Aasoant toa Pork Butcher. Pet Oct 8. Manch, 
Nov i at il. Gardner, Manch. 

Hackney, Moses, Fenton, Stafford, Potter. Pet Oct 10. Stoke-upon- 
Treat, Oct 29 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Harper, Edwd, Southport, en taal out of business. Pet Oct 13. 
Lpool, Oct 29at1l. Husband, L 

Hill, John, Holbeach, Lincoln, Sieechiseatens Pet Oct 13. Holbeach, 
Oct 29 at 10, Percival, Spalding. 

Hodge, John Richd, Haverfordwest, Lodging-house Keeper and Dealer 


in Fancy Goods, and of Pembroke, Draper. Pet Oct 14. Bristol, Oct 
at 9.30. Boote, Manch. 
Jones, Wm, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler and  japmeeetaes Traveller. 
Jubb, Halifax, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Kelly, Chas Ambrose, Manch, Drysalter. Pet Oct 8, Manch, Oct 28 at 
11. Drake, Huddersfield, and Simpson, Leeds, 
Laverack, Edwd, Leeds, Tailor. Pet Oct 11. Leeds, Nov 2 = 12. Upton, 
Lioyd, Sampson, Gallows Tree, Oswestry, Turnpike Gatekeeper. 
Simpson, Leeds. 
Pet Oct 14, Leicester, Oct 29 at 10 
Merrill, Wm, Farcet, Huntingdon, Carpenter and Grocer. 


28 at1l. Evans & Co, Haverfordwes-, and Press & Inskip, Bristol. 
Houston, Andrew, Hulme, Manch, J oiner. Pet Oct 15. Salford, Nov 5 
Hudson, Thos, Portsmouth, Beer Retailer and Dealer in Coals. Pet Oct 

13. Portsmouth, Oct 31 at 11, Paffard, Portsea. Pet 

e 

Oct 13. Cardiff, Oct 28 at 12. Raby, Cardi 
Kay, Abraham, Halifax,Com Agent. Pet ont 13. Leeds, Oct 31 at 11. 
Kaye, Ann, Fartown, York, Spinster, Grocer, and Milliner. Pet Oct 13. 

Bradford, Nov 1 at 10. Dawson, Bradford. 

12, Boote, Manch. 

Kemp, Alfred Blyth, Bradford, Merchant. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, Oct 31 at 
Kitchings, Danl, Aston New-town, juxta Birm, Retail ag and Car- 
riage Fitter. Pet Oct 13. Birm, Nov 7at10. Duke, Bi 

Leeds. 

Lieyd, John Lloyd, and Wm Grove, Birm, Parafine Lamp and Chandelier 

Makers. Pet Oct 7. Birm, Oct 28 at 11. Hawkes, Birm. be 

e 
~ Oct 13. Oswestry, Nov 4atat11. Dickin, Shrewsbury. 
Marsden, Wm, Leeds, Ironfounder. Pet Oct 8. Leeds, Oct 31 at ll 
Martin, Chas, Leicester, Builder,. 

Weston, Leicester. 

Pet Oct 10. 

Peterborongh, Oct 29 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Moore, Jas, Lpool, Grocer, Adj Oct 14. Lpool, Oct 29 at 11. 

Lpool 


Turner, 


pool, 

Mortimore, Jesse, Rotherham, Journeyman Currier. Pet Oct 14. Rother- 
bam, Nov 3atil. Marsh & Edwards, Rotherham. 

Naylor, John, Leeds, Bill Broker. Pet Oct 14. Leeds, Oct 31 at 11 
Nortb & Son, Leeds. 

Owens, Thos, Lpool, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 14, Lpool, Oct 28 at 3. 
Grocott, Lpool. 

Parker, Hugh Hunter, Kinzston-upon-Hul!, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 13. 
Kingston-upon-Hnull, Oct 27 at 12. Summers, Hull 

Pendar, Chas, Mousehole, nr Penzance, Innkeeper and Fisherman. 
Oct 14. Exeter, Oct 28 at 12. Boyns, Penzance, and Pitts, Exeter. 

Punchard, Wm Hy, Paignton, Devon, Baker. Pet Oct 12. Totnes, Oct 
29 at1i. Cumming, Totnes. 

Puttick, John, Gloucester, Seaman, Ship's Carpenter and Beer-house 
Keeper. Pet Oct 14. Gloucester, Oct 29 at 12. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Rees, Thos, Ferryside, Carmarthen, Grocer. Pet Oct 13. Bristol, Oct 
28 at ll. Henderson, Bristol. 

Robson, Wm, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, Builder. Adj Sept 20. Stockton-on- 
Tees, Oct 26 at 2. 

Russell, Wm, Newport Pagnell, Buckingham, Blacksmith. 

Newport Pagnell, Nov Il at 1. Becke, Northampton. 


Pet 


Pet Oct 13. 

Simm, Benben, Oakenshaw, Lancaster, Warehouseman. Pet Oct 11. 
Blackburn, Oct 31 at 1. Whalley & Collett, Blackburn. 

Strout, John, jun, Poliphant, Cornwall, Farmer. Pet Oct 7. Exeter, Oct 
28 at!2. Fryer, Excter. 

Tamplin, Fredk Augustus, Lpool, Commission and General Merchant 
and Steam Packet Owner. Pet Oct 14. Lpool, Nov 2 at 11. Francis & 
Almond, Lpool. 

Taplin, Edwin, Coal Dealer, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj Oct14. Lpool, 
Oct 29 at il. 

Tingle, Jas, Bilson Woodside, Gloucester, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 12. 

‘ewnham, Oct 29 at 10. Goold, Newnham. 

Townend, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Pet Oct 13. Kingston- 
upou-Hull, Oct 27 at 11. Hudson & Noble, Hull. 

Walton, Richd, Bristol, Town Traveller. Pet Oct 13. Bristol, Oct 28 at 
12. Benson, 

Wardle, Joseph, Bishopwearmouth, Engineman. Pet Oct 11. Sunder- 
land. Nov | at 12. Eglington, Sunderland. 

Whittaker, Richd, Emsworth, Hants, out of business. Pet Oct 14. Ports- 
mouth, Oct 3l at 11. Paffard, Porisea. 

Wilson, Jas Thos, Bristol], Wine and Spirit Merchant. Tet Oct 12. Bris- 
tol, Oct 28 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Wood, Edmond, Eaglesfield, Cumberland, Butcher. Pet Sept 28, Cocker- 
mouth, Oct 24at 3. Webster, Whitehaven. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, Oct. 14, 1864. 
hmond, Surrey, no occupation. Oct 11, 
Turspay, Oct. i8, 1864, 
Blakeway, Wm, Harborne, Stafford, out of business. 


Thomson, Edwd Tew, 


Aug 24, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY'S. 
Oet. 17.—By Messrs. Dante Cronin & Sons. 
Leasehold beer-house, known-as The Builders’ Arms, 4 dwelling-houses, 
ina ogy of building land, situate in Wyvil-road, South Lambe th—Sold 
for £1 








Oct. 19.—By Messrs. Fanspnoraen, Cuanne, € : 


comprising a residence, outbuildings, and 
meadow, wood, and hop lands —Sold for fem nye 

Freehold and leasehold estate, situate’as above, and comprising a 
outbuildings, and 54a 3r 80p of hop, arable, pasture, and 


Sold for £3,930. 
Oct. 20.—By Mr. Mansa 


Freehold ground-rent of £30 per annum, arising ‘out of4 dwell 
cone Nos. 1 to 4, Prospect-place, Market-place, Fir y—Se 
520. 


wags 








EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per oto | 


CEYLON COMP. y, LIMITED. 
Dinecrors. 
Duncan — Kay, 4 


Lawford Acland, Esq., Cha 
amg 4 ges 


irman. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. 


The Directors are 
and five years, at 5, 5g, and 6 

They are also prepared to 
Mauritius, either with or without the guarantee of the 
be arranged. 


Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company, é 


No. 12, Leadenhall-street, London.—By order, 
JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary, 





tire 
Freehold and leasehold estate, situate in the a= nl Mtoe q 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 


Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railw; 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, @ 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. | 
R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the year 1864 will take place at the AUCTION: 
MART, on the following days, viz.:— ne 
Friday, November 11 | Friday, December 9 ; 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwar: 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, ae 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 


ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Pi 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, H 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at’ 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James's, 8.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club, Particalars inserted without ‘charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


WSt4zee AND HOUSES, Hang Se one. Town. 
Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hun’ 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES pees  pecisten 

the above, published on the Ist of each month, ft \ pee post, or 

may be had on ap eee at the Office, 209. 209, Piccadilly, W. 

for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month. 





unting Quarters, Shoot- 





4 





TRELOAR’S ; 
OCOA-NUT MATTING and KAMPTULICON, 


For Office Floors. 
Manufacturer’s Warehouse, 
10, LUDGATE-HILL, 


ne SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, — 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists — 
of Prices and sizes m oy be had gratis cr sent post, free, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free, y 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coud 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear ¢ 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thi 
£58 4, Zs, 4, 
10 Oandi 18 0 
and! 10 0 
andl 18 0 
and 1 10 , 
Oand 0 18 








Table LA pin per doz.. 
Dessert 


O sesseccsbece 


Dessert ditto ... 
Tea Spoon 
Every Article ‘for ‘the “Table asin Silver. A Aa Tea Spoon 4 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


wLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON W42 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good 4 4 


=e emmy 
OF won ar 


eeeeetees 


cocoons 
8 02 00 09 th p. 


1 
1 
Table ead eviccccescccs ff 
1 
0 





Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. .~ with 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d, to 50s.; Fire Ivons, 2s, Gd. to 208. 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 188. setof six. Table Knives 
Forks, a dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant + Maché ditto, 25s. the set. 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Sew 2s, > agp A set of 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and ote per dozen. White Bone Knit 
and , Foetine At, OA, and 12s,; ” Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 40s. All: 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, 
chasers are requested te send for their Catalogue, with 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Iron 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every. article marked 


figures at the same low prices for which their establishment 
Orders above £2 delivered carsage 


— for nearly 50 years. 
per r A 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, — LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Hi 


A combination of two metals pos " 


























